AN 


ILLUSTRATION 


OF SEVERAL 


Crs of SCRIPTURE, 
PARTICULARLY 
Thoſe in which the LOGOS occurs. 
The Subſtance of Eight SE, RMONS Preached 
in the Cathedral Church of St. PA u L, in the 
Years 1764 and 1765. 
At the Appointment of 


Mrs. H E A T. HC O T E, 


And by Permiſſon of the 
Lend Biſhop of LONDON; 
For the Lecture Founded by Lady MOY ER. 
To which are added 


Two T RACTS 
Relative to an 


INTERMEDIATE STATE 


—— 


Br BENJAMIN DAWSON, I. FI D. * 


Rector of BUROH in SUFFOL K. 


n 


6 1 Prove all Things 5 bold faſt that which i is Good. $t. Paul. 


LONDON: 


Printed for the AUTHOR, and Sold by A. MILLAR, in the Strand; 
J. RivinGrox, St. Pau!'s Church-xard; J. WauGn, Lorabaid 


Street; J. Dopsz Ex, Pall-Mail; T. brexkr and P. bu ar, 
in the Strand.  MDCCLXV, 


\ 


4 o 
* N * 
* 


1 


4 
e 


Wo bg 


W 
« — * 4 
V e. . 

up. 


* 
* * 
w * 
wr » „ 


n 
2 * C 


' 


* 


„ ABD. $4” 
hey. ws 2 
8 g 


* 
3 
r 
* 


F * 5 Gy | a — a 
wo Fo * neee 
5 * 


S670 oo romeo K»„ͤ« at 4 


v ů*——ä — r — r 
P 2 . 4 7 . __ 


"I" 
wor! 


ke 0 Re ths n * * N 7 
45 7 ; 2 2 £ a * * 4. a 7 


WES ET % - = "IN * "7 
ee eee 
* 


ö . l 1 2 ; g 0 Aha 
4 1 . o 


g ” 
- — 


* 
®. 


TY e 4 3 
? Reverend Father in GOD, 


2 1 
9 


De Rig 


* 


. x 
VC . , „ 


PHILIP 


1 


LoRD BISHOP o 


NORWICH. 


My LORD, 
1 N ſubmitting to the Peruſal 
of the Public the follow- 


* 


ing Diſcourſes, which are the 


| = I 


5 The. DEDICA T LON, : 


= Schiebe of the Lady Moyer 8 
Lectures, J have honoured 5 
myſelf with addrefling, them 
to your Lordſhip. 1 ſhould f 
not have had che Aſſurance 
to do it, but after taking all 
due Pains with the Subject. ; 
F ully conſcious of this, I | 
hope for your Lordihip' 8 In- | 
dulgence in hat is meant : 


for the Intereſt of Religion 
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THE 


PREFACE 


'TO THE 


: 1 TV RE * 


N 1 8 of. the following 
Lectures J have undertaken to 


prove ſrom Scripture thele three Po- 

ſitions, 1. That He who e 5 
us was very God, maniſeſted in the 

Fleſh; not the Firſt of created Be- 


ings united to an human Body, nor 


a mere Man, in whom the PFulneſs 
of the Godhead dwelt not. 2. That | 
 Feſus Chriſt was indeed perfect Man, 
11 of a reaſonable Soul and human 
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TN Ss Conte wm the Si 
Lectures I have undertaken to 
prove ſrom Scripture theſe three Po- 
ſitions, I, That He who redeemed 
us was very God, manifeſted in the 
Fleſh ; not the Firſt of created Be- 


ings united to an human Body, nor 


a mere Man, in whom the Fulneſs 
of the Godhead dwelt not. 2. That 
5 Jeſus Clrif was indeed beret Man, 


we of : a reaſonable Soul and human 
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Fleſh ſubſiſting; but that Man 
in whom God himſelf and no other 


Being, in N ature inferior, dwelt. 


3. That the Holy Ghoſt is of a Na- 


ture perfeftly divine; hot a diſtin 


and /eparate Being from the F ather 
Almighty, inferior both to Him ant d 
the Son, but true and Very God ; 3 or, 
in other Words, that He, who hath 


ſanctißed, is one and the ſame God 
with Him that created and redeemed 3 


In proving theſe three Things | 
5 illuſtrating many Paſſages of 
Scripture relative thereto, I hope I 
ſhall be thought, if not to have de- 


fended, at leaſt to have proceeded | 


upon 


PREFACE K 

pon a Method, not leſs juſt than 

NEW, of defending the Dodrines of 

the Church of England on this lead- 

ing Subject of our holy Religion. 

This I may hope for from a few can- 
2 attentive Readers. 5 


| 
1 
1 


N the ſame T6 ime, in venturing 

; FY * of this Kind into the 

World, 1 am not inſenſible either to 

ü che Contempt, which, in the preſent 

Age, is like enough to be ſhewn for 
it, or to the ſeyere Reflections which 

| may be made upon it. But, though 

9 ſhould ill bear the One or the Other 

= ä from the ſenſible and judicious Reader, 
1 am the leſs diſcouraged at the Proſ- 

5 b pect 


— 


% 


„ N R A G B. 


pect of meeting with both, on conſi- 


dering what Sort of Perſons I can 
poſſibly offend, and from whom alone 
Contempt ought to mortify an Author. 
Ht Nature only, or Bigotry, which ; 
perhaps 1s but a Species of ill Nature, 5 
can take Offence at any Thing I have 
faid ; And, as for Contempt from that 
Quarter whence I moſt expect it, from. 
thoſe, I mean, who, diſregarding, all 
Religion, look upon all religious Sub- 


Jjects as equally contemptible, it re- . 


quires no great Fortitude of Mind to OY | 


ſuſtain i, pe? ; 


: Tanks is one Thing which may 
ſeem to the candid part of my Readers 
| to 


aB 

to want ſome Apology from me; 

| This is, the Uſe of the Terms, Arians, 

Socinians, &c. for which I have this 
to ſay, that I uſe them not often, and 

never by way of Reproach upon thoſe 
Denominations of Chriſtians, but be- 
cauſe they ſerve to expreſs without a 


tedious Repetition the DoEtrines under 
Conſideration, 
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ö \HAT the Being who ſpake and 
wrought in the Man Christ Jeſus had 
true and perfect Divinity. 8 


18A AH xl. 3. 

Prepare ye the Way of the Lord, make ſtraight 
in the Deſert a Highway for our God. 
The Divinity of our Redeemer. 
MARK. i 2. 

Beboeld, I ſend my Meſſenger before thy Face, 
which ſtall prepare thy Way before thee. 
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A Critical Diſtertation on the Er. 


10 i i. I, 2, 3. 

I the Beginning was the M. ord, and the W ord. 5 

was with God, and the Mord was God. ; 
The ſame was in the Beginning with Cod. 


All Things were made by Him; and without 


Him was not any T bing made that was 
made. — Fo Page 55 


The Hoh-Ghyf in Nature and Effence not 


inferior to God. 


'1Cor. xi. * | Ay 6, 


; Now there are Diverſ ties of ow” But the ſame 


Spirit. 


And there are Are; of Ad a 
but the Sane Lord, 


And there are Di verſitie es of O perati ons, but 


E zs the ſame God which worketh all i in all. 


143 
The 
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The nn Nature of J Cbriſt. 
1 TI NM. ii. 5. 

For There is One God, and one Mediator Be- 
N tween God and Men; the Man Chrif 
"—_ — 1 


The proper Uſe of Reaſon in judging of 


revealed Doctrines, applied particularly to 


the Doctrine of the Church of England 
concerning the 7 rinity. 
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Jos x. 7. - 4 


cat Theu by ſearching find out Gd? Canſt 


thou find out the Almighty unto Per feclion. 
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1414 . 3. 


Pon ye * 7 ay of the Lord, make frais be 
ant oy err a High-way * cur God. 


I. L the Evangeliſt have quoted 
this Paſſage and applied it to Chriſt. 
» The Titles therefore of Lord and 
God are given to the Perſon that redeemed, 
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* | The Diviniry f our Redeemer. 


equally with the Perſon; that created us. And, 
that theſe Titles, are given to him, not as a 


mere Man eminently diſtinguiſhed aboye his 
Fellows, as the Socinians hold; nor yet as 
a Being of a ſuperior Nature, above the 


Angels themſelves, and inferior only to God, 
but that they reſpect God himſelf, and no 


other Being, in this Application of them to | 


© the Perſon of our Redeemer, it ſhall be my 
Buſineſs in this Diſcourſe to We. 1 


* * 0 9 t 
y — N Jas 4 * E * 


Lr it be obey then, that bey are 
chroughout Scripture - appropriated ta God 


alone, and intended to repreſent to the Minds 


of Men the One ſupreine Being. It is no 
juſt Objection to this Remark, that the former 
of theſe Titles is ſometimes uſed in addreſſing 
mere human Beings, diſtinguiſhed by their 
Station in Life; nor, that Magiſtrates, and 

thoſe to whom the Word of the, Lord cane, 

are ſorpetimes called Gods, ſo long as no one 


of the Scripture, Worthies is to be fouod | 


Rilea 


bf 3 0 


The” Diving of bur Nedeenrr. 3 
ſtiledl in ( abſolute a Manner as in my Text, 
The Lord, or, Our Gbd. Here thefe Titles 
moſt manifeftiy teſpett the almighty Ruler 
of the World, the living ant true God, be- 
ſides whom thats ! 18 no other; and yet all 
the Evangelifts, as I hive Ubkr Kd, accom- 
modate the Paffage to the Coming of Chriſt. 
1 chall only produce the Quotation of St. 
_= The Beginhing of the Gofbel of Jeſus 
Drift,” the Son of God, ab it is written in the 
Prophets, Behold, I fend my Mefenger, before 

thy Face, which Mall prepare thy why. before 
| thee!” The Voite bf one crying in the Wilderneſs, 
Prepare ye the May ef the Lord, e his 
Paths a * 1. 1,2, . dey 123 


| erde ahiſe n — the Mini- 
' feſtatioh of the Power of God himſelf. The 
former, as it ſtands in Mulachi iii. 1. con- 
tains af Detlaration of the Almighty, con- 
_ 3 . ae. Iwill ſand ng Meſ. 

Hrtfure the Way before 
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me. But the Evangeliſt, you ſee; quotes 
this Paſſage; as the Words of the Father 
Almighty to his Son, the Chriſt. 1 fend my. 
Meſſenger before thy Face which ſhall prepare, 
thy May before thee, Tobn the Baptiſt, there- 
fore, was a Meſſenger before the Lord, to 
prepare bis" Way, to make ſtraight i in the 
Deſert, a high Way for our God, as it is 
expreſſed in my Text, who was- about to 
make known to Men that Goſpel of Grace, 
which had lain hid from the Foundation of 
the World. Theſe Titles, therefore, reſpect 
not Chriſt, as a mere Man, but God himſelf, 


as about to manifeſt himſelf in the Fleſh, that 
is, th the Man, Cheiſt Jeſus... 832 


. + * 


Nn is the N otion of he Arians more 


ſolid ; 3 nay, to me it Appears much more 


Fanciful and Chimerical, than that of the 
Socinians, .. They ſuppoſe that theſe Titles 


reſpect neither a mere Man, nor yet the per- 
feet Divinity, but are applied to Chriſt Jeſus 


on 


\ 


on Account of ſome very exalted Dignity 
which he held under the Father in a pre- 
exiſtent State; But the Scriptures repreſent 
not our Saviour under -fitch a Character, 
which indeed would ſuppoſe a Plurality of 
Gods, viz. One infinite and eternal, the 
other limited. and originated. Nor can I ſee 
chat ſuch a Scheme of Theology differs, in 
this Reſpect, from that of che heathen World, 

who. ſuppoſed: that there Was one God in- 
rann ſupreme, but that there were other 
Beings alſo of a divine Nature, Agents in the 
Senken of che World anden him. 


| . 

18. Lern ohe # + 926 CORE 
. * In Degree it doth, the e of the R Dei- 
ties being much greater. The Dualities or moral Attri- 
butes moreover aſcribed to them, make an important and 
eſſential. Difference, and the groſs Worſhip rendered to 
them i in conſequencę thereof, but this the two Schemes ſeem 
to me to have in Common, vis. What amel n 

pby a Plurality of Godldss. 

| Che Arians indeed may argue that they ecknawledae but 
Ine God, inaſmuch'as they hold that the Father only is un- 
imited in Power, which Attribute is eſſential in the Idea of a 
God, But if ſo, then by parity of Argument, the Heathen 
Theology was not aPlurality of Gods, for all were eſteemed | 
Julject to the Will of Jove. 
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_ Ir will facilitate the Refutation of this 
Opinion to confider the Ground of it, which 
T take to be this, viz. © that God is faid to 
* 88 ſent his Son into the World,” 


abs * Gi, ai ahbe Tike mins; the 
Atian Hypotheſis ſeems to be grounded; 
and, though attempted to be ſupported by 
various Texts, yet would never, I think, have 
been broached, or, indeed formed, had it 
not been for this. If, they reaſon, God 
«ext his Son into the World, then it is plain 
« that ſome other Being chan God came into thie 
9 © World; ſince i it is abſurd to ſay, that God 
C ent bin mlelf. But when the Scriptures 
ſpeak of jeſus Chriſt being Jem into th e | 
World, they always refer to His "Commiſion. 
from God to miniſter to he Werld, that 
is, to Men, and reſpect not the Time either 
of his Birth or Conception. In like manner, 
1 Jm the Baptiſt, is ſaid to be ſent from God, 
N 8 | Vo, he came to ) preach the Baptiſm: of Ren 


4 Il EET ;  pentance, 


The Divinity of aur Redeemer. y-. 


pentance. So that from an Expreſſion of this 
kind there is no Ground to ſuppoſe that 
[ any other Being than God. himſelf, in the 
Perſon of Chriſt, wrought out our Salvation 


by his | alwighty Power marifeſted. on 
Earth, | 


— 


1101. e 


Bor having thus from a miſtaken Ex- 
preffion once formed the Notion of Chriſt 8 
exiſting in a prior State, a diſtinct Being from 
God, and inferior to him alone, they then 
fancied, chat theſe Titles of Lord and Gad. 
| might with ſome Propriety be applied to 
him. Accordingly, they ſuppoſe that this 

exaked Perſonage was the ſame that appeared 
to Abraham, and the Patriarchs of old, and 
that he: is ſtiled, the Lord God; or, (as they 

I agcifully. tran late Febovab Alet m) the feln 
* of God; 28 it theſe Terms import wa 4 
tint and ſeparate Beings, viz. the one, the 


ä —— Ao — — 


— ore — 


ö 
1 


: almighty 
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almighty Ruler of the World, the other, 
the Meſſiah, inferior, but next in Dig-. 
nity to him: An Error of Tatetpretations 
ſimilar to the above-mentioned ; for, when 
God is faid to appear to any of the Patriarchs, 


we are not ſo to underſtand it, as if they 


had, or could have, a viſible Repreſentation 


of Him, but only that he ſignified his Will 


unto them, either in a Viſion; or by ſome 
Sign, or by an Angel. If they underſtood 


that the Meſſage was from Heaven, the 
Lord God was ſaid to have appeared to them; 
but that Appellation reſpects not the Appear- 


ance itſelf, the viſible Repreſentation, but is 
the Title of the ſupreme Being, whoſe Will 

was revealed unto them. " if the Tranſ- 
lation may be admitted, then the Jehovah 
of God, can mean only the Angel of the | 


Lord, without any Foundation for fuppolin 
tt to mean the Lord Chriſt. 


Having 


The Divinity of our Redeemer. 9 
 Havins thus ſhewn, that the Titles which 
occur in my Text applied by the Evangeliſts 
to our Redeemer, always reſpect one and the 
ſame Being, even the Supreme; I ſhall now 
endeavour to ſhew that i it was God himſelf, and 

not an inferior Being, chat was manifeſted to 
: the World i in Fleſh. This l propoſe to evince, 


1. From the Repreſentation 0 FY what 
is generally terined, the Incarnation of the Son 
of God. 


Win From the Teſtimony of the Evan paſt 
and Apoſtles; and 95 


il. FroM the Teſtimony of Chtiſthimfelf. 
2 8 5 Fox the Firſt, vz. the Incarnation. 
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SF. Matthew's Account thereof is as follows; 
Now the Birth of Jeſus Chrifl was on this wiſe. 
Wien as his Mother Mary was eſpouſed to Foſeph, 
before they came together, ſhe Was found with Child 
of the HoLy GnosT, Matt. i. 18. And again, 
Fear not to take unto thee Mary thy 7 ife; for that 
which ts conceived i in her is of the HOLY GnosT» 


wer ſe 20. 


Tus is a plain and ſimple Account of the 
Humanity of Chriſt. He was born of a Wo- 
man, partook of human Nature,and was made 
Fleſh, that is, was perfect Man. Yes, the 
Arians will acknowledge that he was made Feſb; 
"me then to this Fleſh, or Man, ſay they, was 
** united, a Being of a ſuperior Natureto Man, 
e even 2God, who was notindeed from all Eter- 
e nity,but before all other Beings whatſoever, 


che Supreme aloneexcepted, to whom he is 
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uh 1aferior,” —But, does this Account which 
St, Matthew.gives of the Incarnation; ſuppoſe 
an Union of the human Nature with any ſuch 
Being? Isitnotexpreſly aſſerted, that that which 
Was conceived in the Virgin Mary, was of the 
Ti Ghoſt? And again, at the 2 3d verſe, it is 
ſaid, They ſhall call his name Emmanuel, 
which being interpreted, is God with us. N 0 
Mention is here made of any other han two 
Natures, v:2, the one perfedtly Human, the 
other per fectiy Divine. 


ST. Luke gives much the ſame Account of 
the Incarnation of our Saviour. The Angel 
anſwered and ſaid unto ber, The Holy Ghoſt 
ſhall come upon thee, and the Power of the 
Higheſt /ball over ſhadow thee : therefore a'ſo that 
Holy 7. Ding which ſhall be born of thee, Shall be 
called the Son of God, Luke i. 35. Jeſus 

Chriſt in this Place is called the San of God, 
G 2 not 


12 The Divinity of our Redeemer. 

not on Account of any ſecondary Dignity 
which he held under God in a prior State 
of Exiſtence, or becauſe he was created by 
God before all other Beings, but becauſe he 
was begotten of the Virgin Mary, by the 
Power of the %% High. It was the Moſt 
High that raiſed up for us a ſpiritual Deli- 
verer, even the Man Chriſt Jeſus, in whom 
allo He was cas I himſelf to. the 
World. 


Tnus it appears from the Account given 
us of the Conception and Birth of Chriſt, 
that there is no Ground for ſuppoſing, that a 
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Being, who in a pre- exiſtent State was diſtinct 


= 
z — 
7 — 


from, and inferior to God, took our Nature 
upon him, or was united to Humunity. 


LI us now conſider in the ſecond Place, 
Whether the Evangeliſts aſeribe our Redemp- 
tion 


The Divinity of our Redeemer; 13 
tion to any other Being than to God himſelf, 
operating in the Man Chriſt Jeſus. And the 
Quotation of my Text by all the Evangeliſts, 
is one full Proof that they do not. For 
- undoubtedly the Prophet ſpeaks of the Mof# 
High God, when he crieth out, Prepare ye 


the Way of the Lord; nor can we, without 
the greateſt Force upon the Words, ſuppoſe 


that John the Baptiſt meant any other Being, 


for whom the World was called upon to pre- 


pare a Way, than Him, who is ſpoken of 
by the Prophet Iſaiab, and who was about 


to manifeſt himſelf in the Flesh, even God, 


in . 


Acai, the Evangeliſts ever repreſent 
Jeſus Chriſt as working by the Power of 
Cod alone, and thoſe that believed on him, as 
convinced that God and no other Being was 


with him. Thus, when our Lord faid to 


the 
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14 The Divinity of our Redeemer. 
the Man afflicted with the Palſy, Son, thy Sins 


be forgiven thee; they ſay, bo can forgive 


Sins but God only ? Mark ii. 5, 7. They were 
ſure that this was the Prerogative of the Moff 
Higb, and therefore heObjection to the Words 


of Chriſt, as blaſphembus, was well founded, 


if they were pronounced by One; that had 


not the Power of God Himſelf. But 


the People ſaw: the Miracle, which“ 
wrought on this Occaſion; they were Con- 


vinced that he had the Power of forgiving. 
Sins, and accordingly glorified God. They 


were far from giving Glory to any other 
Being than to the Mo/# High ; nor- could it 
ever enter their Heads, that it was not God, 


but ſome Angel or Demi- God, united to Hu- 
manity that wrought the Cure, 


i another Place, when our ir Sqviour reſtored 


a dead Perſon to Life, it is faid, that there 


came 
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came a Fear on all ; and they glorified God, ſay- 
ing, That a great Prophet is riſen up among us; 
and, That God hath viſited bis People. Luke vii. 
16. It was a Man, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, that 
touched the Bier, and ſaid, Tung Man ariſe. 
But it was God alone that gave Life to the 
Dead. It was the Power of the Almigbiy, 
and not of any finite Being, which accom- 

5 panied and gave Efficacy to the Command. 
Accordingly, the Power which manifeſted it- 
ſelf in Chriſt Jeſus is ſtiled on another Oc- 
caſion, the niighty Power of God. And Fe ſus > 
' rebuked the unclean Spi rit, and healed the Child, \ 
ond delivered him again to his Father, And they 
were all amazed at the mighty Power of God. 

Luke i ix. 425 Oy 


ce x is a ftill more remarkable 
_ Paſſage to this Purpoſe in the ſame Evange- 
liſt. And one of them, when he ſaw that be 


War 
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think, nothing can be conceived to be a more 


was healed, turned back, and with a leu V. aice, 
glorified Goo; and fell on bis Face at his 
Feet, giving him Thanks. Lake xvii. 15, The 
Glory was not given to Chriſt, as a very great 
and mighty Being, above Man, but inferior to 
God. The Glory was given to God, to the 


divine Nature, perfet#ly Divine; and Gratitude 


was the Tribute which he payed to Chrift as 
Man. He fell down on his Face at bis w_ 


giving _ r _ TY 


& - ", 


r. Join e * Goſpel with this af 


a , viz. In the Beginning was the Word, 


and the Word was with God, and the Word 
was God. Divines generally underſtand by. 


the Word, the Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt. And, 


if this be the Meaning of it, chen, one would, b 


expreſs Declaration of the Equality , of the 


- 89 * 3 SE nate 


Son with the Father, as to his Divinity; ſince 
the 


1 
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the Evangeliſt afſerteth in plain Terms, the 
Word was God; 


Vid 


Bur, 52 No, (ay the Ariane). the” Wird 8 
ec Was not equal to the Father Almighty, 
- though he be aſſerted to be God, He had 
« a divine Nature, (they will allow) but not 
«© One that was perfectly Divine, being inferior 
ce in that reſpect to God.” If you aſk them 
the Reaſon for an Interpretation ſo incongru- 
ous with the Words of St. Jobn, they think it 
a ſuficient Anſwer, that it could never be 
« the" Intention of the Evangeliſt to aſſert 
<©that' there are . Gods,” But they 
ſhould\confider that he aſſerts no ſuch Thing, 
even ſuppoſing the Tranſlation to be juſt, For 
;ris not ſaid, chat the Mord is a different Being 
from God; equal - in every reſpect. That 
would be to aſſert the Exiftence of two Gods. 


Db BE 


- 
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But the Aﬀertion of the Evangelitt i is, that the 
Mord was that very Being whom we under- 
ſtand by the Term, God. I argue now on the 
Suppoſition, that the Tranſlation above men- 
tioned, is thetrue One, and that by the Ward, 
is meant; the Perſon of Chriſl, as moſt Divines 
both Trinitarians and Arians underſtand it. 
I think however; both” have miſunderſtood 
this Paſſage. There is no Occaſion. to take 
the Mord here in a different Sonſe from that 
which it bears in ather. Places of Sctiptuke. 
dug. the Goſpel. Andi this Senſe of it, which 
is moſt natural, willleave the Ariang no 
Advantage froth this Qdarter, and · confirm the 
Doctrine of bur Chuteh, vi. that Gd an,t 
no other Being. 18 OU Sapioun, andchas been . 
manifeſted to the World in the F lah; bytkhe 
Man Chriſt Jeſus. But off ghis more fally 
in a future Niſegurſe 5 23 el 9 Ig Dc 


i uh ; A. 


Nice 
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Mcodemus came to Jeſus and expreſſed his 


3A. wad 


Belief that he had, the : Power of the Almighty 


wi 44 *. 


Rai 1 208, know that. 1 5 art 2. Nager come 
ram Noch that is, commiſſioned F Cad to 
teach- And how did, be know this ? Fur no 
Mon, ſays he; cam do. chefp Miracles that that 
oft; *exvept God be With him. Jehmeiii. 2+ Ni- 
cbdemus ſawa Man work Miracles: He was ſure 
this cbuld not be hy any Power: belonging to 
mere Hurnanlty; hg was>comineed: that it 
could not be but by the Power uf chR 9 
High. He had. no Notion of any ſuperior 
ereute Being, reſicing u, Or united 40 the 
Body of Cbriſt, by whom theſe Wetks: were 
done. dt was evident to him that cexued 
| "the Walks of en 2 o Ad 
EO) e eee 981 eee i208 254 
ave n tation nan which 
the e Evangelifs . vgs of n Chriſt 
er gig: and 
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and the Power wh ich manifeſted itſelf "_ 


him, it appears, that we. have good Reaſon 
to aſcribe to the Author of out Salvation 
cternal Power and Godbead. The Sofinians 
may declaim ever fo much againſt rendering 
to a mere Mortal that- Worſhip which | is 
due to G alone; and they; are Juſtified i in 
- witholdirig it chemſelres. But if they ſuppoſe 


go 'our TOY eee _ Sie of mh 


cs in 60 bdbene — they 
want that Charity towards Her; which is 
above all Faith; being the Bond of Perfectneis! 
The Church of England acknowledges no 
— nor any Worſhip to be due 
to the One only living and true Gua. 
> acknowledges. the Humanity. of Chriſt, 
and bas ever ſtrenuouſiy maintained that 
Doctrine; at thi; ſame Time ſhe diſallows 
of divine Honours being rendered to him on 
that 
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thet Account. Whatever Gratitude be due 
to him as Man land the Higheſt, no doubt, 


2 3 
ö s Ke * 


is 36 ue) Her Adoration neither terminates in 


n 2 8 


nor is in any Meaſure directed to Arn of 
Fleſh, bur reſpeQs the Djninity ſelf, which 
| was manifeſted! in- the F leſb,. even Him, by. 
whoſe Poiver the Sick were healed, the Lame 
walked, the Blind ſaw, and the Deaf heard ; 
Him, whoſe mighty. Power ſtilled the raging 
of the Winds and the Waves by a/ Word. 
which called forth Lazarus, after four Days 

Interment, from the Grave; and (why need 
I mention any other Inftadce of its per fectiy 
divine Efficacy?) which raiſed the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus from the Dead, and which He exerciſes 
With ority to the wen governing of 


X hurc ee boil n now and ever. * 
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* the e Arians on f ohe Hit e 
b at Abhorte ng“ they wilt of the Doöckrine Vf 
the Trinity, as 14clktröüs, Ad ever 19 9 gtert 
Aſtouimhtaent, that. any tht Grlieve it Wie 


would be exticititly aftonihing- (But that We 
| fee an intetaperate Teal will admit no coo! 


Conſideration of any Point): chat, they ſhould. 
:eonfider it lin this unfavourable ,. ght. and 
net ſee thatthti- own! [Notign: borders More 


po the Error objected againſt, W pichze ! 
would ask, ſavours moſt of f Polytheiſm? 10 


ſuppoſe. that there is ce Gpd, the great Creg- 
tor and Father of All, that the Jame re redeemed 


; 117 411 $ 


as in the Perſon , of Cheng. and  Jandtifed 


in 


us by! his Holy Spirit, being o one and the ſame 


7411 N 


eternal and uncreated Being ? F:, Sr, that theſe 
1 2 | ture 


are three d. fin Beingsa and (parately exiſtent, 


RC 
YG Kb Þ 


the One unereated and eternal, i. our Crea- 


tor ; the other, a Creature, next to God in 
Dignity, 


n 23 
Dignity, but t not perfect God, viz. our Re- 
dener; ; and the Thitd, a fill inferior Being 
to either, yet above the An gels, vis. the 
Holy Ghoft, our Sant? er? I am fure the 
former is the Doctrine of the Church of 
England, „ and, if the latter be not the Doc- 
trine of the! Arians, I ſhall be ſorry to have 


0 
miſrepreſented, them: For.i in this View of it, 


the D Doctrine appears very unſeriptural, to ſay 


the leaſt of i it. I. mean not by this Repreſen- 
tation to retgrt the invidious Reflection which 

has been caſt upon our Church; nor, is ĩt my 
Intention, my Brethren, in mentioning the 

ſamgz{torexcite f in you a Spirit of Retaliation, 
but only ta guard vou againſt being miſled 
bye ſo injurious an Objection, importing the 
heavieſt of Charges, into unfavourable Senti- 
ments of the eſtabliſhed Doctrines, which, 
rightly. underftgod, will be found to be pure 


and-ſriptural, And it is your Duty there- 
fore 


r 
——j—6ũ u 2 * 


cern for its Support under che continual and 


_— — —— —— "ov — 


the moſt Orthodox Faith 
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fore to receive, what has been aid, in the 
Spirit of Meckneſs and Ch arity towards thoſe 
that differ from us. Let us hold our holy 
Faith, firm and unmoved by the ſubtle. 
Devices of thoſe that would undermine it, 

or the bold Attacks of Infidelity, For be af. 
ſured, our Faith, held i in the Bonds of Peace 2 
and Love, will be ſafer and better ſecured to ; f 
us, than it can be by the furious Tranſports 5 
of a blind Zeal. 80 pure a Faith deſerves 
our warm Attachment to it, and a jealous Con- 


various Attacks of its Adverſaries. But let 
not a ſuſpicion of its Danger ever betray us 
into an uncharitable C Opinion of our Oppo- 
nents, and in Conſequence of, into un- 
chriſtian and unwarran table Meaſures of De-- 
fence ; knowing this, that an Oppoſition to 


„ grounded on Er- 
ror alone, and not conducted by a Spirit of 
e 


- 
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The - 


Contention, is far leſs culpible in the Sight 
of Almighty God, than the Mainterance of 
the ſame on the Principles of Perſecution. 


Now to the One God, our Creator, Re- 
deemer and Sanctifier, be aſcribed all Honour, 
Might, Majeſty and Praiſe, World without 
end.. Amen. 
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MARE I. 2. 


Bebold 1 ſend my Meſſenger before f hy face, 


which ſhall prepare thy Way before thee. 


E H E Meſſenger here alluded to, is John 
1 the Baptiſt. But who is that Being, 
| before whom he was ſent to prepare the Way? 
Our Saviour, Ood himſelf, and no other inferior 


Being. But doth not the Almighty (for they 


E 2 are 


— 


28 The Divinity of our Redeemer: 18 
are his Words) ſpeak to ſome Perſon diſtinct 
from himſelf, when he faith, . Before thy Face 
which ſhall prepare thy Way before thee? To 
this, I anſwer, that the Evangeliſt, no Doubt, 
4 by the Turn he has given tothis Paſſage, quoted * 
from the Prophets, has himſelf preſerved, and 
marks to us the juſt Diſtinction to be made be- 
tween the Perſon of the Father, and that of the 
Son. Nevertheleſs, it cannot be is Intention, F 
by this Diſtinction, to divide the Godbead, ſo as 
to repreſent the Father and the Son, as /wo 
Gods, nor yet to repreſent the latter as 7 OM 
d: ferent Being from God, inferior to bim, 5 
: though ſuperior to all others; z nor laſtly, as 2 
mere Man, in whom the Pulneſ, of the Godhead 5 
dwelt not. For, the ſame Being, which the 
Prophet Malachi (from whom the Quotation 
: is made) ſpeaks of, muſt be meant by St, Mark; 
L and that Being, is God bimſelf, and no inferior w 
: One, who v was about to manifeſt himſelfin in the : 
8 Fleſh, 


The. Divinity of our Riditmer: 29 
Fleſh, that is, by the Man Chriſt Jeſus.' The 
Words of the Prophet, ſpeaking in the Name 
of the Lord, are as follows; Behold, 1 wili ſend 
ny Meſſenger, and be ſhall yr pere the Huy 
before me : which evidently en the — 
. * rr . {CR 


1 13-46: W444i] 
RA” 4 wn 1 8 * , , 
* by : * : . 


| 1 A * 1 a Weh os : 
(ont Proofs of the Divinity of our Saviour; 
particularly from the Titles which are given 
to him, of Lord, and God ; from the Account | 
of the Incarnation, and the concurrent Teſti- 

mony of the four Evangeliſts. In this Ipropoſe | 
to o purſue! theV indication of this great Doctrine 4 
of our Church on the sey off the 2 
Apoſtles. _—_ | "i 


a 


Sr. Peter faith, Feſus of Nazareth, a a Man 3 
approved of God among you by Miracles, and g - 
Wonders, and Signs, which God did by him in | 
the 01 of you, as you wulle ale hnow, 
Acts 


28 The Divinity of our Redeemer: . 
are his Words) ſpeak: to ſome Perſon: diſtinct 
from himſelf, when he faith, , Before thy Face 
which ſhall prepare thy Way before thee? To 
this, I anſwer, that the Evangeliſt, no Doubt, 
by the Turn he has given tothis Paſſage,quoted | 
from the Prophets, has himſelf preſerved, and; 
marks to us the juſt Diftin&tion to be made be- 
tween the Perſon of the Father, and that of the 
Son. Nevertheleſs, i it cannot be his Intention, 
by this Diſtinction, to divide the Godhead, ſo as 
to repreſent the Father and the Son, as two | 
Gods, nor yet to repreſent the latter, as a2 
different Being from God, inferior to him, 5 
though ſuperior to all others ; z nor laſtly, as a | 
mere Man, in whom the Fulnefs of t the Godhead . . 
dwelt not. For, the ſame Being, which the 
Prophet, Malachi (from whom the Quotation 
is made) ſpeaks of, muſt be meant by St, Mark; 
| and that Bring, is God binſelf, and no inferior 5 


One, who x was about to manifeſt himſelfi in the | | 
| | : Fleſh, 3 
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Fleſh, that is, by the Man Chriſt Jeſus. ' The 
Words of the Prophet, ſpeaking in the Name 
of 'theLord, ares follows 3 Bebold, will ſend 
my Meſſenger, and he ſhall" pr pare the Way 
before me: Which evidently rn the Ma- 
n of r God. „ 


'F+. wo 190 n „ rn 
e 1 ? | 4 


[ 
1 M A vt in a peiebditogt Diſcourſe adi” 
bone Proofs of the Divinity of our Saviour ; 
particularly from the Titles which are given 
to him, of Lord, and God ; from the Account 
of the Incarnation, and the concurrent Teſti- 
mony of the four Evangeliſts. Tn this Ipropoſe : 
to purſue: theV indication of this great Doctrine A 
of. our Church on the eee off the ; 
Apoſtles. | | wa Ls wy 


sr. Peter faith, Fra f Nazareth, a Man I 
approved of God among you by Miracles, and N | : 
Wonders, and Sen, which God did by him i in | 
the N of you, as you yourſelves alſo kb, 

Acts 
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Acts ii. 22. Here then we have the Teftimo- 
ny of the Apoſtle for the Perfe## Humanity of 
Chriſt Jeſus, and the 'Perfe& Divinity of that 
- Power which operated in Him, Accordingly; 
both Peter and John, when they had wrought 
a miraculous Cure on a lame Man in the Name 
of Jeſus Chriſt; diſclaim all Power in them- 
felves of working ſuch'a Cure and aſcribe it 
wholly to the moſt High God and not to ſome 
"Inferior Being operating in the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus. V by look ye ſo earneſtly on us as though by | 
our ownPower or Holineſs, we had madethis Man 
to walk? TheGod of Abrakan, and of Iſaac, and of 
Jacob, the God of our 'Fathers, ' has glerified| his 
SonJeſus; whom 1 pe delivered up,&c. Ads. ili. i 2. 
; And again ; Be it known unto you all, and ts all 
the People of Iſrael, that by the Name of f Jeſus 
| Chriſt of. Nazareth whom ye -crucified,whom God 
raiſed from the Dead, even by Him doth this 
Man * bere before you ; whole, Acts iv. I 0 80 
that 
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that it was by the very ſame Being who raiſed 
the Man Chriſt Jeſus from the Dead, that this 
Miracle was wrought, and that is God, and not 
any other Perſon. of an intermediate Nature 
between . and Man, vunbed to 5 
| To 10 — "Being 3 polite A 
T5000 this HRS: Re when he oy! of 
ts e en all Mhotiners; res of the 
Devil ; fer (he adds) God Was web a AC: 


gh: TIES NS 

"a FORM we : ſee, that though. the Power 
* working Miracles i is ſometimes aſcribed to 
God the Father, and at other Times to his Son 


the! Chr iſt, yet the Apolilesby. this Diſtinction 


* 151 


of the, Perſons | mean not to aſcribe } it to any 
other than to the One ſupreme Being, the 
bier pol and, undivided Godhead, : And we 
: 15 might 
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might with as much Reaſon attribute OnesSpirtt 


that watered (though we are told it is God alone 


 fitres of Gifts, Differences of Adminiſtrations, 


but the ſame Spirit. And there are Differences 
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to Paul, that planted; and another to Apoll 


that giveth the Increaſe as divide and ſeparate 
that eternal and unchangeable Eſſence k 
which is one and the ſame Spirit, the ſame | 
Lord, and the ſame God, under all the Diver- 


or Diverfities of Operations; as St. Paul has 
expreſſed it, Now there are Diverſities of Gifts 


of Adminiſtrations, but the ſame Lord. And 
there are Diverſities of Operations; but it is the 
fame God, which! worketh _ in all, I TOs 
S · ˙·˙·wdC.-AH its 
Tur fame. Apoſtle has expreſly aſſerted; 
that God was in Chriſt, reconciling the World 
unto bimſelf, 2 Cor. v. 19. Will it be faid 
here (as it hath been ſaid of another Text of 

) LL 


U ¹ÜVL1nf m ett 
7 In 
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Seri pture) John i.1. that the ſupreme Being is not 


meant, but ſome other Being, of a Divine No- 
ture, and next indeed to, but not perfect God 
for that the Greek Article 3 would in that 


Caſe have been affixed to the Word 9: f 
were we to admit ſuch a Piece of Criticiſm as 
this, what an Abſurdity would riſe out of it to 
Diſgrace our Religion! For once, however, be 
it ſuppoſed to be juſt, that we may ſee the 
Conſequence. Not Ged, true and very God 
Was in Chriſt, but only a God, that is to fay, 
ſome Being, who, how great ſoever, was yet 
inferior to the Supreme, and united to Humanity, 


And what then (let me aſk)-was this exalted 


Perſonage,this Demi-God doing in Chriſt? He 
was reconciling the World unto Himſelf. Needs 


ſuch an Objection to the Divinity of our Re- 
deemer, founded on ſo futile a Criticiſm; be 
ſhewyn in any other Light to expoſe theWeak= 
neſs of it? For ſurely, it is to no other than 

nes 1 OD God, 


f 
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God himſelf, that Almighty Being whom we. 

had offended, that we were. reconciled by 
Chriſt ; the ſame that is ſtiled, the God of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the Father of Glory; Eph: 
i. 17, whoſe mighty Power, the Apoſtle aſ- 
ſerts wrought in Chriſt, when he raiſed him 
| Fron the Dead and ſet bim at bis own right 
| Hand in the heavenly Places, far above all 
| 


Principality, and Power, and Might, and Dami- 
| | nion, and every Name that is named, not only 1 in 
1 this World, but alſo in that which is to come. 
| | And hath put all Things under his Feet; and gave 
| 


= him to be the Head over all Things to the Church. 
ll. upbicb is bis Body, the Fulneſs of Him that. fill. 
 "ethall in all, ver. ao, &c. A Deſcription this of 
| that mighty Power which wrought in Chriſty. 
and which is ſtill exerciſed by him to the 
| governing his Church univerſal, that muſt 
| | convince every one (if it be in the Power of 
Language to do it) that it was the Attribute of 

| the 
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the Almighty himſelf, the One + ever-living a and 
true God, 


Bor the moſt direct Teſtimony againſt 


the Arian Notion, that the Son of God was . 
an exalted Perſonage of a Nature ſuperior! 


to that of Men and Angels, but infe- 


rior to the Divine, 1s that which follows, 
viz. There is one God and one Mediator be- 
tween God and Men, the Man Chrift Jeſus. 
| 1Tim. ii. 5. There is no mention made, nay, 


there is an expreſs Negation in this Paſſage 


of any ſuch intermediate Being between God 


and the Angels, or rather, between the Father 
and the Holy Ghoſt: None other mediated 
between God and Men, than the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus, Perfect Man, a bhoros, and in whom 
was no other than God, Perfett God. For 
in bim dwelt the Fulneſs of the Godhead 


_— Col. i il, E 
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AccoRDINGLY, the ſame Apoſtle in his 
Epiſtle to Titus, attributeth our Salvation to 


God alone, to One and the ſame Being, giving 
the Title notwithſtanding of Saviour, both td. 
the Father and the Son. According to the Com- 


mandment (ſays he) of God our Savi iour.— 
Grace, Mercy and Peace, from God the F — 


and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour, Tit. i. 354 
That they may adorn the Doctrine of God e our. 
Saviour in all T. bings. For the Grace of God that 


bringeth Salvation, —Looking for that bel 
Hope, and the glorious Appearing of the great 


God, and our Saviour Jeſus Chrift, Tit. 


ii. 10, 11—13z.— But after that the Kindneſs 


and Love of | God our Saviour towards Men 


appeared ; not by N. o of Righteouſneſs which. 
we have done, but according to bis Mercy, be 


ed usby the waſhing of Regeneration and re- 


newing / 55 the Holy Gb, which be ſhed on us: 
abund- 
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4 thro Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour, Tit. iii. 
4,5, 6. God therefore is the Author of our Sal- 
vation ʒand ſhould: it be made an Objection to 


this Doctrine, that Chriſt alſo is ſaid to be our 


Saviour, 1 anſwer, it is ſo faid, becauſe God 
ſaved us by being manifeſted in the Fleſh or 


by the Man Chriſt Jeſus. For we have 
not two Saviours in our Religion, one of 
which is God, and the other a mere Man, or 
ſome other Being of an Angelick Nature. 
We have One Saviour * and 3 is God 
in Chriſt 8 | 


T WO fail me to enumerate every 
Paſſage of - Scripture - to this Purpoſe. N or 
need I quote more, if thoſe, which have 
been already adduced, appear (as I think, 
they muſt appear, the Force of them impar- 
tially conſidered) ſufficient Proofs of the Di- 


vinity of our Saviour. Other Texts more 
1 com- 
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commonly infifted upon in treating this 
Subject, I have purpoſely omitted ; becauſe, 
how much ſtronger ſoever they may ſeem at 
firſt View, than thoſe I have produced in ſup- 
port of this Tenet, yet the Tranſlation, the Ge- 
nuineneſs of the Text, or the Senſe of them, 
has been with ſome Reaſon queſtioned by 
the Learned, and occaſioned, though wich- 
out Reaſon, ſome Triumph to our Oppo- 
nents. One of theſe is in the ninth Chapter 
of the Epiſtle to the Romans, at the fifth 
Verſe ; Chrift came, who is over all, God 
bleſſed for ever, Amen. This Text, no Doubt, - 
ſuppoſing the Reading to be genuine, and the 
Tranſlation juſt, is as ſtrong a Proof as can 
be brought, that Chriſt, as to his Divinity, is 
perfect God. But it becomes Weakneſs to 
urge it, after it has been obſerved by the 
learned Grotius, that the Word CG is not 
in che Greck Copies uſed by the Author of 
5 | the 


the Syriac. The Copies. of St. Cyprian, St. 


thus rendered ſeveral ſimilar mn in the 
2 gs ow i. yl 
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Hilary, and St. Chryſoftom, want it. And 
granting it to be the genuine Reading, yet 
both Eraſmus and Curceilæus have tranſlated 
it, not, © Chriſt came, who is over all, G0 
te hleſſed for ever; but, <© Chriſt came: 


God wis is 0-27 all be bleffed for ever, 


<. Amen! And indeed our Tranflators have 


i ” 


ane more . . r Text 
been adduced by the Defenders of the Trini- 
tarian Docking, - viz: God uus manifeſt in the 
Fleſh 312 Tim. iii. 16. Vet as this has been queſ- 
tioned; with Reſpect to the Genuitieneſs of the 
Reading, and even afferted to be a wilful Cor- 
ruption (though, for my own Part I think 
without Reaſon) T have choſen to omit urging 


it in Proof of the Point i in e Judging i it 


_ N much 
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much better to cut off all occaſion of Con- 


troverſy from our Adverſaries, and of Doubt 
from the unſettled, by inſiſting on ſuch Texts 
only (and enough of theſe there are) the true 
Senſe and Meaning of which is moſt obvious 
and certain, being conſiſtent with the plain 
Principles of Chriſtianity, and the general 


Tenor of the Goſpel. While there are ſo 


many other undoubted Proofs of this facred 


Doctrine, why need we. give the Impugners 


of it the Pleaſure to obſerve on the laſt men- 
tioned - Paſſage, that the Reading is not, 


e God was manifeſted,” but, which was 


manifeſted,” according to the Syrzacy Latin, 


Ethiopic, Armenian, Arabic, and moſt an- 


cient , Greek Copies 3 that Macedonius, II. 


Patriarch of Conſtantinople, corrupted this 
Text by a Subſtitution of the Word, (God,) 


inſtead of (hich) ; and for this and other 
Matters was depoſed in an Epiſcopal Council 


and 
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and baniſhed by the Emperor Anaſtaſius, 
about the Year 512, Nay, and furthermore, 
that the Word, God, in this Place is rejected 
; by the firſt Council of Nice ? 


Ir would be endleſs therefore, and can 
ſerve. only as an Handle to keep up an Op- 
poſition to the eſtabliſhed Doctrines of the 
Church, to argue on ' dubious: Authorities 
and diſputed Paſſages of Scripture. The 


Errors of our Opponents will be moſt . 
effectually expoſed, when the Defence 
of our holy Doctrines, reſts not on the 
mere Sound of Words and Sentences, 
picked out here and there from the moſt 
_ obſcure and difficult Paſſages, but on the 
whole Authority of Scripture, on the gene- 
ral, conſtant Tenor of oe Goſpel. For, 


2 what- 
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' whatſoever is inconſiſtent with that muſt be 
falſe, as whatſoever is conſiſtent therewith is 
Truth ; and Truth thus entrenched within 
the ſtrong Mounds of Scripture, which the 
Holy Spirit hath raiſed about her for her 
Defence, She may be annoyed now and then 
from the Out-Works of the Enemy, but is 
not to be circumvented by the ſubtile Strata- 
gems, nor forced by the rudeſt Attacks of 
the Sons of Error and Infidelity. 15 


Sxcunx therefore of our holy Faith on this 
firm Foundation, let us proceed to improve 
it to our Advantage by a practical Inference 

from what has been ſaid. 


Is the Author of our Religion be very 
God, no other than that great and Almighty 
. 1 Being, 


* 
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Being, who upholds univerſal Nature, then 
we may rejoice in this Reflection, that we 
have for our Saviour One, that is able to pro- 
tect and enlarge the Religion He has given 
us againſt all Oppoſition. God is our Saviour. 


The ſame Almighty Being, who in the Be- 


ginning by the Word of his Power brought 


Order out of Confuſion and Light out of 


Darkneſs, has by the ſame Word created all 
Things anew. We are no longer Subjects 


and Slaves to the Prince of Darkneſs, but are 


begotten again to the glorious Light of the 
| Goſpel, and to enjoy perfect Liberty and Se- 
curity in the Kingdom of his Son. . Jeſus 
is the mighty Captain of our Salvation. He 

has proved himſelf to be all-ſufficient for our 
Deliverance from or Support under all Trials 
and Temptations from the Enemies of our 


Religion. Under him we wage not a dubi- | 


ous War. But, having himſelf overcome 


£2 oe Death 
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Death and the Powers of Darkneſs, we are 
as ſure to maintain through him our ſpiritual 


Rights and Priviledges, as we know that He 
has been able to obtain them for us. We may 
deſert them it is true, if we can be ſo fooliſh, 


ſo brutiſhly regardleſs of them; but we cannot 


be deſpoiled of them againſt our Wills, and 
under his Guidance. We may quit his King 
dom, if we be ſo inclined, if we ſo much 
diſtaſte that Liberty wherewith He hath made 
us free, and baniſh ourſelves into the gloomy 


and diſtant Regions of Superſtition under the 
deſpotic Sway of Sin and Folly ; but He wills 
not this diſgraceful Revolt of his Subjects, 


nor is his Arm ſhortened that He cannot pro- 
tet them, that chuſe to live under his Go- 
vernment, againſt any that may riſe up to 
deſtroy or lye in wait to deceive them. 


Oun 
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Ou Lord, while on Earth, and after his 
Aſcenſion by the Holy Spirit manifeſted that 
He had all Power committed unto him, when 
He broke down the Powers in high Places, 
that oppoſed themſelves to his Religion; when 
He put down all Rule and all Authority, anld 
built his Church on the Ruins of Idolatry 
and the Works of the Devil. And the ſame 
Almighty Power has manifeſted itſelf through 
ſucceeding Ages in its Support and Preſerva- 


tion; if not, by the like ſignal Demonſtration 


of the Spitit, yet, by the regular and eſta- 
bliſhed Courſe of Divine Providence. For, 
could a Religion, unpatronized of God, not 
only maintain its Ground for Centuries in the 
' midſt of Generations, the moſt crooked, cor- 


| rupted, and depraved, but even ſpread itſelf | 


over the known World, in Oppoſition to 
Allurements from Senſe, and Trials from the 
bittereſt Perſecutions? Could this be effected 
bat N without 
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_ 


without the Power of an Almighty Saviour, 
which, though no longer diſplayed in outward 
Signs and Wonders, was, nevertheleſs, inviſi- 
bly exerciſed in his Church, and operating in 
Favour of the Truth from Heaven? The Hea- 
then raged furiouſly, and the People imagined. 
proud Things; but the Word of our God 
prevailed. If He humble his Church by 
Afflictions, it is, that He may exalt it in due 
Time. If He try it in the Fire of Perſecution, 
it is, that it may come forth more pure and 
refined. For He that ſendeth his J udgments 
among his People is mightier than they that 
execute them in the Earth ; and He ſuffereth 
not the Wrath of Man to exceed the Purpoſe 
of his Will, which is ever the firmer Eſta- 
| bliſhment, the greater Purity, or the more 
univerſal Spread of his Religion. He ſaw 
and ſuffered indeed the devouring Sword of 
the * to extend a Lie and groſs Delu- 


ſion 
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ſion among thoſe that were ready to believe a 
Lie; but He ſuffered it not to prevail over the 
true Faith, which without any outward Force 3 


to ſupport it, nay, in Oppoſition to all the 
Powers in high Places, was gaining a Re- 
ception in the Hearts of Men, by the Force 
alone of that pure and heavenly Truth, which 
the Holy Spirit of God did at firſt impreſs 
upon it. 8 


* 


Non has our Almighty Saviour left us 
without a more recent Teſtimony of his 
Concern for the Intereſt of Truth, and his 
Ability to protect his Church from the 
Danger to which it may be expoſed, as well 
from the Degeneracy of its own Members, as 
the Violence of its profeſſed Enemies. For 
when, through a long Reſt from Trouble 
and Perſecution, and a continued Series of 
. 8 8 Proſ- 
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Proſperity under the Patronage of Kings and 
a the Mighty upon the Earth, its Members 
were become corrupt, and falling a Prey to 
their own Errors, and the Superſtition, Pride 
or Craft of their ſpiritual Guides, He ſent a 
Spirit of Reformation into the Hearts of his 
faithful Paſtors to call forth his Sons and 
Daughters f from amidſt the Corruptions and 
Darkneſs in which they were held by the 
Tyranny of Rome, into the Light of that 
pure and bleſſed F aith of which we make | 
Profeſſion. And, as bis hath thus far pre- 
ſerved his Church in Times of the moſt im- 
minent Danger, brought it forth purified and 
refined from the Groſſneſs of Popiſh Super- 
ſtition, and eſtabliſhed it in this Kingdom 
on a juſt and equitable Foundation, ſo we 
may reſt aſſured that he is able to continue 
it to us and our Poſterity, ſafe from the De- 
Es ſigns 
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ſigns and Devices of thoſe that with and en- 
deavour her overthrow. ; 


Bor that we may reaſonably hope for this 
Blefling, it becomes us to implore it of our 
Almighty Saviour, and to behave ourſelds, 
worthy of it. For ſuch a Bleſſing deſerves 


not only our hearty Prayers, but, in this 
Day of Danger to the Church as well from 


Infidelity as Enthuſiaſm, the Exertion of our 


beſt Abilities and moſt prudent Endeavours, 


in. Defence of our holy Doctrines; ever 
reſting our Defence and Recommendation of 


them on the firm and broad Bottom of SCrip- 
ture, agrecably to the Maxim of our Church, 

ce that nothing is to be required of any Man 
e to be believed that may not be proved 


« thereby.” 


AND 


een 
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AnT if to this deſerved Attachment to the 
Church eſtabliſhed, we add our beſt En- 
deavours to adorn her Doctrines by a vene- 
rable Piety towards Almighty God, Sanctity 
of Manners, an univerſal Benevolence and 
a Spirit of Charity, Forbearance and Mode- 
ration towards thoſe that differ from us, God 
will delight to be among us, to dwell with 
and to bleſs us. Thus built up in the Faith 
and Doctrine of Chriſt, we ſhall become a 
living, holy and well compacted Temple for 
the Reſidence of God our Saviour, who will 
keep it ſafe from the ſly and covertApproaches 
of Popiſh Emiſſaries; nor ſuffer it to be 
ſhaken and disjointed by the rude Breath of 
Faction and the boiſterous Storms which 
inceſſantly blow upon it from the peſtilent 


and infectious Quarters of Fanaticiſm. 
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Now to God our Creator, Redeemer and | 
Sanctifier, be aſcribed all Glory and Honour, | 


both now and for ever. Amen. 
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In the 8 was the Ward, and the ward 
was with God, and the Word was God. 

The fame was in the Beginning with God. 

All Things were made by Him; and der 


Him was not any Thing made that was 


made. 


1 Arians, Socinians and 
Sabellians, have adduced this Paſſage, a 


each in of their peculiar Tenet con- 


8 cerning 


56 of the LOGOS, 
cerning our Saviour Chriſt. T he firſt ſay, 
that their Doctrine is expreſly aſſerted by 


the Evangeliſt in Declaring that the Word 


was God.” The ſecond ſay, that the Evan- 


geliſt aſſerts only that *© the Word was a God, 


that is, a Being inferior to God, but ſuperior 
to all other Beings. The third ſay, that the 


Aſſertion amounts to no more than this, 


« that the Word was a mere Man, entitled 


only to the Appellation of @ God, on Account 


of the m1 ighty Works which manifeſted them- 
ſelves in him. And the laſt ſay, that the 
Evangeliſt ſpeaks of an Attribute of the Al- 
mighty which is here called God, asReaſon, 


or Wiſdom, c or Power. 


WERE theſe different Explications contend- 


ed for by the Enemies of Revelation, if each of 


theſe Denominations endeavoured to expoſe 


the 


07 the Locos © 


theOpinions of the Reſt in order to pl the 
Weakneſs and Abſurdity of the ChriſtianReli- 
gion, this mutual Contradiction among our 
Adverſaries were not to be regretted. But it 
is painful to conſider that this Difference 1s 
among ourſelves, For many, a great many of 
each Claſs, it cannot be doubted, have been 
Well-Wiſhers to our holyReligion, and ſhewn 
themſelves not more zealous than able in the 
general Defence thereof. It were to be wiſhed 
therefore, that ſuch a Senſe could be clearly diſ- 
covered to belong to this Paſſage as ſhould be 
liable to no Exception with any Denomination 
of fincere Believers; and it is to be ſuſpected, 
| from the great Difference among themſelves, 
that they ate under one common Miſtake, 
This I ſhall endeavour to point out, and offer 
ſuch an Explication of the Paſlage, againſt. 
which, in Point of Doctrine, no Objection can 
lie with thoſe who believe Chriſtianity at all. 
1 1 
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r. Tus Word here ſpoken of by the Evan- 
geliſt is by all of them underſtood to relate to 
the Perſon of Chriſt. The Word was God, 


that is, (ſay they) Jeſus Chriſt was God, or, 4 


God. But by the Word, I apprehend, the 
Evangeliſt means (what is meant by it in all 
other Places of Scripture) the Goſpel; and 


with a ſmall but material Variation of the 


Conſtruction of this ſo much diſputedPaſlage, 
the following natural and eaſy Senſe of it will 


appear, That God is the original Author 


e of our Salvation.” 


*1. In the Beginning was the Word, and 
the 


Mx. Dawn, in his Annotations on his Tranſlation of 
the three firſt Chapters of Geneſis, conjectures the right 


5 Tranſlation of this Verſe to be, In the Beginning of the 
« Word's exiſting, the Word was with God.“ This, I 


doubt 
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the Word was with God, and WY God was | th 


Word, > 5 
1 2 r 


douht not, is the true rendering of the Hebraiſm here uſed 
by St. John; and the Senſe is very natural and eaſy, if we 
underftand by the Mord (Logos) the Goſpel; that is, Ihen 
& Jeſus Chriſt received the Word to Publiſh to the World, 
& he received it from God, with whom it was, in the 
„ Beginning.” But, taking the Word for the Perſon of 
Chriſt in a pre-exiſtent State, as Mr. Dawſon with moſt 
Divines Coth, not only is the Metaphor extremely harſh, 
but a Doctrine alſo may be inferred from it which is cer- 
tainly without Foundation in Scripture, vix. That Chriſt, 
as to his Divine Nature, had a Beginning of his Exiſtence, 
r, if no great Force is to be laid on che Expreſſion, in the 
Beginning, and it may relate to Eternity as well as to 
Time, yet we cannot well ſuppoſe that it is the Deſign of 
theEvangeliſt to treat here of the metaphyſical Nature and 
Eſſence of the Divinity, but of the Relation in which he 
ſtands to us, as the Author of our ſpiritual Life. The 
Context elſe would be without any Connection. 


+ Tar Arians and Sociniant would have it rendered 

t .us, „The Word was a God;” The former making Jeſus 
Chriſt, a Cod, literally ſpeaking, thet s, a Being of a Divine 
Nature pre-cxiſtin 3 before the Foundation of the World, 
but 
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but inferior to the ſupreme Being » the latter making him, 

3 God, metaphorically ſpeaking, aſcribing to him no divine 
Nature and ſtiling him, a God, as the ſews would ſtile any 
of their Magiſtrates or Prophets, Gods; on account of the 
great Power and Authority they were endowed with. 

The Word, Ocos, ſtanding without the Article o is thought 
ſufficient to juſtify ſo bold a Tranſlation, But, that no 
Dependance ſhould be placed upon ſuch a Circumſtance 
of Stile as this is, the Occurrence of this ſame Word with- 
out its Article no leſs than three Times in this very Chap- 


ter, and confeſſedly referring to the Supreme Being, will, 
without inſiſting longer upon it, ſuffice, to convince any 


one not previouſly biaſſed in his Judgment. Gs 

ANOTHER fach minute Circumſtance of Stile is made 
an Objection to the Tranſlation I have given of theſe 
Words, viz. That the Subje# ſhould have had the Article 


prefixed to it, and the Predicate have wanted it, St. John, 
it is thought, if he had meant to ſay, that God was the 


ce Word,” that is, the Author of it, would have written 
o Jos mv 9400 55 ; 28 he writes (1 John i. 6, ) 9 dog gws £5710 
and (Tbid. iv. S.) o 0; ayary rw. 

Let us ſee what Weight there is in this Objedin, 
If ſuch a Circumſtance may be allowed any Weight, it 


appears to me alto2ether i in Favour of, ſo far from being: an 


Objection to, t the Interpretation [ have given. 
Fon, it is uſual with St. 7%, (and indeed it is a pro- 
priety of Stile) to omit pre fixing the Article to the Predi- 


cate, when the Preticate is to be underfiocd in a more 


gene- 
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general or indefinite Senſe, and to prefix the Article, when 2 
it is to be taken in a more particular or definite Senſe. 


Thus, in the former of thoſe Inſtances brought to ſup- 
port the Objection, God is ſtiled Light, pas, without the 
Article, Becauſe it is meant indefinitely, not reſtricted 
to any particular Object. But let us ſee how it is circum- 
ſtanced when the Evangeliſt uſes i it definitely, and to ſig- 
nify a particular Light, for Example, the Light of the 
Goſpel. It is uſed in this definite Senſe at the 4th Verſe 


of Chap. 1ſt, » Con ny To gas Tor r A ſtill more 


pertinent Example we find at Verſe 8 Our wv exeve; To 
gs. He was nit the Light, vis, that particular 
Light which enlightened the World, that is, the Goſpel- 
Light. Here the Article is prefixed, and J believe it is 
to all Predicates throughout this Writer, which are under 
the ſame Circumſtance of Defin:teneſs or Reftriftion to a 
particular Object, with Logos, in this Cafe. So that, 
ſuppofing the Evangeliſt to mean the Goſpel, by this 


Word, Logos, it is quite agreeable to his Stile to prefix the 
Article to it. Out of the many Inſtances to this purpoſe, 


I ſhall produce, Chap. vi. 35. EY ety o aßlos Ths C ns. 
Ib. 48, 50, 5 1. In which Texts the Article o ſerves to ſpecify 
or define the Word to which it is prefixed, juſt as the En- 


gliſh Particle (the) does, and which for the ſame Reaſon 


we uſe in tranſlating it, vis. I am the Bread. But at the 
55th Verſe of the ſame Chapter, where the Predicate is 


| leſt more indefinite or genera”, the Greek Article is omitted; 
5 nor 
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62 of be LOGOS. 
N 2. Ir Þ was inthe Beginning with God. 
3. All 


nor can we prefix the Engliſh one in the Tranſlation with- 
out altering the Senſe. H oc: ps £51 Cp, ate ps est 
Torts. Ibid, viii. 12. 70 cs. Ibid. xiv. 6. «yo sehn ology 
Y aanfgz, Yin Cen. 1 John v. 1. Incus esu o XproTog. 
5. InTes eli o bes, which, according to the Objection, 
ſhould thus be rendered, © The Chriſt is Jeſus,” “ The 
ce Son is Jeſus,” if 0:95 ny o N is not capable of any 
other rendering than, The Word was God.“ | 
Tur learned GErotius, aware of the Abſurdity of aſſert- 
ing that the Lord, (meaning Chi iſt in a pre- exiſtent State) 
was God, and yet that he was with God, as if there were 
two Gods, two diſtinct Beings, cach of a perfectly divine 
Nature, ſcruples not to ſay, that it is the Inten:ion of the 
Evangel:{t, by this Repetition of the foregoing Aſſertion, 
ig. that the Word was w:th Ged, to repreſent the Mord 
or Chriſt, as ſomething inferior to God, not altogether and 
cnjummately God. His Words are, 
 & REpETIT hoc, quia Deum jam vccaverit; hoc vo- 


lens, ita Deum eſſe intelligendum, ut et illud maneat, 


<«« fuiſſe eum apud Deum; id eſt, ut non fuerit o A0, 
„ omne id quod eſt Deus.” Grot. in lib. Evan. 

Ix ro fo great a Difficulty do we ſee th's learned Inter- 
preter thrown by ſuppoling Logos to mean in this Paſ age 
an Thing elfe than the Goſpel, that Grace and Trutb 

| which came to us from God, being in the Beginning with 


- Him! 


. » | 

3- All was done by Him; and without 
Him was nos any Thing done of that which 
has come to pals. . 1 


Tuts muſt be owned to be a more exact 
Tranſlation than the other, and is to be pre- 
ferred on the Account above-mentioned, viz. 
that it doth not neceſſarily convey the Idea of 


any diſputable Doctrine, but may be under 


ſtood in a Senſe to which no Perſon, that 


believes Chriſtianity at all, can have any 


Objection. 


ST. John ſeems to mean no more by theſe 
Words than to preface his Account of the 
Goſpel, which he ſtiles, the IWord, with the 
high Original of it. This Was, he tells us, 


from God himſelf; for that in the Begin- 1 
ning, before it was publiſhed to the World, 


it 
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64 Of- the LOGOS. 

ki | | 7 it was with God; God was the Word, the 
WH original Author and Giver of it. It was 
| | | nx tbe Beginning with God, lay hid from 
I | the Foundation of the World in the eternal 

| Counſels of the Almighty. All was done 

by Him, the Whole was from God; and 
| wuiithout Him was not any Thing done of 
that which has come to paſs ; that is, every 
= Part of the Goſpel! Diſpenſation, publiſhed by 
i] Jeſus Chriſt was from God; and whatever 
[| Works he wrought in Confirmation of it, not 
one of them «4+ w was of himſelf or came 
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14 to paſs xo 7s be without God. 

j EE II. Havine ſhewn what I apprehend to be 
| | N | the true Senſe of this Paſſage of Scripture, 1 
| | | _ propoſe in the next Place to obviate an Objec- 
\ [| | tion or two which may be madeto it, and then 
| | 4 ; | produce from this Evan geliſt ſome of the many 
1 


Texts which ſupport the Interpretation given, 


Con- 
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continuing the Proof of the perfect Divinity of 
our Redeemer on the Teſtimony chiefly of 
Chriſt himſelf, 


I. FRS then, it may be thought that, 
taking the Word, Voves, in the Senſe I have 
given of it, vis, for the Goſpel itſelf, it 
ſounds extremely harſh to ſay that Gd was 
the Word. To which, I anſwer, that the 
HFarſhneſs objected to, ariſing from the Pecu- 
liarity of St. John's Phraſeology, will be found 
to be in Favour of the Tranſlation which I 
have offered. For what is more common - 
with this Writer than to ſay of God, that 
he is Light, or Truth, or Love? And 
alſo of Jeſus Chriſt, that he is the May, 
the Truth, the Life, nay, the Reſurrection? 
To aſſert that God was the Word, is not 
more harſh theh to ſay, God is Love. 
When St. John thus expreſſeth himſelf, he 
doth not mean to affirm, that God is that very 

„„ Thing 
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Thing by which he calls him, or that God 


and Love are the ſame Thing. We know very 

well, his Meaning is, that God is poſſeſſed of 

that Thing or Quality whereby he names him, 

in this Inſtance, of Love and good Will to his 
Creatures. Es 


So again, when our Saviour according to 
this Evangeliſt faith, 7 am the Reſurrection, 
he means not to affirm, thathe and the Reſur- 
rection are one and the ſameThing but, that 
he is the Author of our Reſurrection to Life, 
„ ſome ſuch Word being always underſtood 
li | in this kind of Phraſeology. And therefore 
when it is here aſſerted, that God was the 
| * Mord, the Meaning is natural and eaſy, 
ö 


— 
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viz. That he was the Author or Giver of the 
Mord which came by Jeſus Chriſt, 
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Once more, with regard to the Harſhneſs 


of the Expreſſion, God was the Nord. Is it 


more harſh than that we have in the Vulgar 


Tranſlation, the Word was God ? So far from 
it, that, if we were not uſed to it, (and uſe will 
reconcile to any Thing) this laſt would appear 
intolerably uncouth ; and, even under our 
preſent Prejudice from Cuſtom, will appear 


ſtrange enough on conſidering how thoſe 


other ſimilar Phraſes found conſtructed as 
this has been. Reverſe theſe Sentences, 


God is Love; God is Light; Chriſt is the Re- 


ſurrection; and read them thus, Love is God; 
Light is God; the Reſurrection is Chrift ; and 


then ſay, which of theſe Conſtructions ſound 


the moſtHarſh? Or whether the laſt be capable 
of any Senſe being affixed to it? The Caſe is 


juſt the ſame with Reſpe& to the Expreſſion 


in the Text. If our Tranſlators had rendered 


it as they have all the other Phraſes ſimilar 
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to it, viz. God was the Word, we ſhould have 
more eaſily underſtood it and interpreted it in 
the fame Manner with the other Texts, viz, 
God was the Author of the 5 Diſpen- 
ſation. 


2. BuT it may be made an Objection that 
this Word is ſaid to have exiſted in the Begin- 
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ning, which manner of ſpeaking may ſeem to 


— 


be more agreeable to the common Interpre- 
tation and to refer to the Perſon of Chriſt; as 
the Goſpel did not exiſt till his Coming into 
the World, and therefore had not a Being, was 
not (as is here aſſerted of the Word) in the Be- 
ginning. To which I anſwer, that nothing 
is more common, with the Writers of the New 
Teſtament, than to repreſent thoſe Things as 
having had Exiſtence from the Beginning 
which were always deſigned by God to come 
to paſs and were promiſed in the Prophets. 
And 
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= And, as this was more eſpecially the Caſe of 

N | the Goſpel, ſo we find it repreſented through- 
; out the Scripture as having exiſted in the eter- 
nal Counſels of the Almighty. Hence the 
Goſpel is called a Kingdom prepared from the 
Foundation of the World, Matt. xxv. 34. 
| We are ſaid to have been choſen in Cbriſt before 
; Y the Foundation of the World, Eph. i. 4. St. 
Jenn ſpeaks of the Goſpel, as that which was 

Von the Beginning, and that eternal Life 
= which was with the Father: 1 John i. 1,2. Ex- 
preſſions exactly ſimilar to thoſe in my Text. 
The A poſtle Paul calls it, the hidden My/tery 
which God ordained before the World unto cur 
Glory, 1 Cor. it. 7. In another Place, the 
MyRery which from the Beginning of the World 
hath been hid in God, who created all by 
eſus Chriſt, Eph. iii. 9. Nay, 17 is repre- 
ſented as the Grace (of God) which was 
given us in Coref Jeſus before the World began, 
oY 
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70 Of the LOGOS, 


2 Tim. i. 9. And in the Apocalypſe, the Lamb 


is ſaid to be flain from the Foundation of the 


World, Rev. xiii. $. All which Expreſſions . 
amount to much the ſame with what the L 
Evangeliſt has afferted in the Text, In : 


the Beginning was the Word, and the Word ; 


4s with God. 


3. THERE is one Objection more which 
may be made, and that is, that this is not the 


only Place in which the Word (Logos) ſeems 
to relate to the Perſon of Chriſt, for that this 
Title is given to him both at the 14th Ver. of 
this Chap. and alſo in the Apucalypſe xix. 13, 

Bur in both thoſe Places this Title is given 
him on Account of his being the Miniſter of 


the Word or Goſpel to Men, and relates not to 


his Dignity in a prior State of Exiſtence, but to 


his Office on Earth. This is extremely obvious 


in 
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in the laſt mentioned Paſſage from the Deſcrip- 
tion which preceeds the Title, viz. He was 
; chathed with a Veſture dipt in Bliod; Here is 
N a manifeſt Reference to his Humanity; And 
35 Name is called the Word of God, 
0 Aoyes Tv hen. So that the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
is here ſtiled, the Word of God, as having 
been the Miniſter and Publiſher thereof to 
Men. 


Axp this is quite agreeable to what the 
Evangeliſt has aſſerted in the other Paſſage, 
viz. at the 14th Verſe of the Chapter in 
which our Text is, not indeed according to 
the preſent Tranſlation, (the Word was made 
Fleſh) but according to one no leſs literal and 
more agreeable to the Original. 


Fox 
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For by Fleſh cr? is plainly meant (and 
all agree in it) Man. It is equally evident, 
that the Word ee here rendered, was made, 
might, more agreeably to the Original, have 


been rendered, became. This Verſe there- 


fore may be full as literally, and more ex- 
actly tranſlated thus, wiz. And Fleſh 
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that is, 2 Man, became the Word and 


dwelt among us, &c. As God had before 
been tiled the Word, as bein g the Author 
of it, ſo Jeſus Chriſt is here ſtiled the Mord, 
as being the Publiſher of it. The Evange- 
liſt had aſſerted that God was the original 
Author of the Word; that He did all that 
was done, properly ſpeaking ; that without 
Him nothing came to paſs of that which was 
tranſacted ; that in Him was that Life, that 
Word of Life, which was the Light of Men, 
bringing them to the Knowledge of God, 
whom, before, the World knew not, though 

He 
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He was in the World and the World Was 


made by Him. The Evangeliſt, I ſay, had 


aſſerted that God himſelf and no other was 
the Original of the Ford; he now tells us, 


that it came to paſs that this Mord of God was 


publiſhed to the World by a Man, The 
Nord was ſtill the Word of God, and not 
of Man: But whereas, in the Beginning, it was 
with God, and no one elſe, it was now al 


Men, come forth, as it were, from God and 


come down from Heaven into the-World be- 


ingcommitted to a Man, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
to publiſh i? to the World. Accordingly, 
becoming the Word, he is ſaid in this fame 
Verſe to be full of Grace and Truth, Now 
this Grace and Truth of which he was full, 
can mean nothing elſe than the Goſpel, the 
Word of God (e 7% b;) for it is put in 
Oppoſition to the Law. The Law was given 
by Moſes, but Grace ond Truth, or true Grace, 
3 that 
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that is, the Goſpel, came by Feſus Chrift,(ver.1 7.) 
| Jeſus Chriſt therefore, at the 14th Verſe, is 
not called the Word, with reſpect to his Per- 
ſon in a pre- exiſtent State, but with reſpect to 
his Office in this; ſince the Evangeliſt is con- 
traſting the Law given by Moſes with the 
Werd which came by Jeſus Chriſt. 


III. Have thus obviated all the Objec- 
tions which I think can be made to the In- 
terpretation given of this noted Paſſage of 
Scripture, I proceed to ſhew the Conſiſtency 
thereof with the whole Strain of the Goſ- 
pel according to this Evangeliſt, who has re- 
corded more fully than the reſt the Teſtimony 
of our Lord himſelf concerning this Matter, 
The Paſſages to be adduced in ſupport of the 
Interpretation will at the ſame Time confirm 
the great Doctrine of our Church in the De- 


fence of which I have engaged, That our 
| cc Re- 
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* Redeemer 18 God, Very God, and not an 


„inferior Being, either united to Humanity 
« 'or mere Man.“ 


Cray. i. 18. No Man hath ſeen God at 
any 7 ime ; the only begotten Son which 15 in the 
Beſom of the Father, be bath declared him. 


ITE Expreſlion a is in the B Boſors of the 
Father, if it be the proper Tranſlation; muſt 
mean the Love which the Father bears to- 
wards the Son, and is mach the ſame 
with the Expreſſion which occurs in o- 
ther Places of Scripture, viz. only be- 
gotten and well-beloved Son. But it may be 
rendered who was in the Boſom of the Father 
and then it muſt ſignify the intimate Knows 
ledge which Jeſus Chriſt had while upon. 
Earth, of the Counſels and Will of his Father, 
that full and bright Revelation of himſelf 
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* 


which God gave unto Chriſt to declare unto 
Men. In which everSenſe we take it, Chriſt 


is here ſaid to have declared or revealed God 


unto the World, which is much the ſame 


with being ſtiled the Mord or Logos. 


CAP. iii. 2. Rabbi, we know that thou art 
42 Teacher come from God, for no Man can 
do theſe Miracles that thou doſt, except God 
be with him. e 


Nicopxuus, convinced that the Mi- 
racles which Jeſus Chriſt had wrought 
were the Effect ot the Power of God himſelf 


operating in Chriſt, acknowledges him to be 


a Teacher come from God, We ſee from hence 


what the Jews meant when they ipake of a 
Perſon as coming jrom God. Nicodemus did 
not mean that Chriſt had come from God o- 


cally; that is, had exiſted with him in a pre- 


exiſtent 
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exiſtent State, a ſeparate and diſtinct Being 
tom God, (as the Arians ſuppoſe, ) inferior, 

but next in Dignity, and afterwards came 
into this World from God ; for then the Rea- 
| I on he aſſigns for his Belief that he was come 
| | from God would not be to the Purpoſe, VIZ. 

hat no Man could work ſuch Miracles unleſs 
5 God Was with him. But the Miracles abun- 


W dantly proved to Nicodemus that Chriſt was 
; a Teacher come from God, in the Jewiſh Senſe 
of that Phraſe ; becauſe they proved that God 
was wth him, working in and ſpeaking by 
him. His coming from God therefore, and 


God's being wth him, we ſee, are the-ſame 


Thing; and Nicodemmis meant to acknowledge 
that which St. Jehn aſſerts in our Text, viz, 
That God was the Word originally, or that 
what Jeſus Chriſt had ſaid or done came not 
to paſs Without God, gig Te bes- 


Chap, 
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Cn Ap. iii. 13. And no Man hath aſcended 15 : | 
10 Heaven, but he that came down from - 
Heaven, even the Son of Man, which is in : | 
Heaven. ES ; 


Wu our Saviour afferts here, that no Man : 
hath aſcended up to Heaven, but excepts one : 
Man, viz. himſelf, the Son of Man, who alſo : 
is there, we cannot ſuppoſe him to ſpeak ol 
his literal Aſcenſion or Aſſumption into 
Heaven, and Reſidence there, ſince he was l 
not yet aſcended, but ſaid this of him- [ 
ſelf, while upon Earth, and even before hi 4 
Crucifixion. To affert to Nicodemus that he had 
aſce nded up to Hcaven, and that he was in Hes. N 
ven then at the very Time he was converſing f 
with him on Earth, and this in the /itera f 
Senſe of theſe Expreſſions, appears too groſs ö 
Contradiction in Terms to be ſuppoſed by any | 
one, how i ignorant or prejudiced ſoever in Fa- 5 


vourſ 
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vour of literal Interpretations. He muſt mean 
therefore that no Man was acquainted per- IJ 
fectly with the Will of God but himſelf. 


Ir is ſpoken in Alluſion to our Method of 
coming at the moſt certain Knowledge of any i 
Thing. We go to the Place itſelf where the 43 
Thing is, and having ſeen it there, we can i 
make Report of it to others on the moſt cer- 
tain and undoubted Authority. The Allu- 
ſion being ſo familiar is eaſy enough of Con- 
ception. Heaven is repreſented as a certain 
Place above us, in which God has his Reſi- 
dence, Now we know very well, that the 
great God dwelleth not in any determinate 
Place, being every where and in all Places. 
To this Place however, our Saviour faith he 
aſcended, and came down from thence. 


Hi | 
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Hr alone had God admitted, as it were, : 
into his Counſels, and taught the Things per- 3 
taining to the Kingdom of Heaven, He came 


forth into the World, not as other Prophets, N ; 


declaring the Will of God in part only | ; 


and imperfeciſy, but as from Heaven itfelf, MM 
taught of God here, honoured with a View i N 


and InſpeQion, as it were, of heavenly and di- | 


vine Things, ſo that he was qualified to teach 
and inſtruct Mankind fully, and from the 


moſt certain Knowledge that any Man can 


have of the Will of God. He was the Son 


of Man, as he calls himſelf; but that Son of 


Man, in whom God himſelf dwelt and ſpake 
to the World. The Man Chriſt Jeſus, ſpake 
not of himſelf; his Doctrine was not his own, 
but his that ſent him. He ſpake immediately 
from Heaven, from God himſelf, All which 
is perfectly agreeable to what the Evangeliſt 


has afferted in aur Text, viz. That the Word 


C43 
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was with God, in the Beginning; but ver. 14. 
that God gave it to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
ſo that he became the Word of God upon Earth- 


the utmoſt Propriety ſaid (and of him only 
can it be ſaid with Propriety) to be from God, 
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from Heaven; not locally, not literally, as if 

= the Divinity which was manifeſted in him 

3 being (as the Arians conceive) of a limited 

| Nature, had actually removed from one 

Place to another, from Heaven to Earth ; 

nor ® yet by Converſion of the Godhead int» 
| M PFleſh; 


Dx. South faith. «© We read of no Mediator to bring us 


ce to Chriſt ; for though, being God by Nature, He dwells in 
« the heighth of Majeſty, and the inacceſſible Glories of a 
<« Deity ; yet to keep off all Strangeneſs between himſelf 
« and the Sons of Men, He has condeſcended to a Cognation 
« and Conſanguinity with us; He hath cloathed himſelf 
with Fleſh and Blood, that ſo he might ſubdue his 
« Glories to a Foffibility of human Conran; * South's 
— 2. Page 64. 


TUuIS 


Conſidered therefore as the Word, he is with 


co come forth from God, to come down 


82 Oftbe LOGOS. 


Fleſh; but God was then ſaid to deſcend on 
Farth, when he manifeſted himſelf to the 
World 


TH1s is a very harſh and improper Manner of repreſent- 
ing the Incarnation of Chriſt; as if God when he dwelt in 
and ſpake to the world by Fleſh, that is, the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, did for a while contract his Dignity, limit 
and leſſen his Glory thereby, and convert the. Godhead in- 
to Fleſh. But what he ſaith a few Pages further on, is 
really ſhocking ; * Chriſt, the Son of the moſt high God 
ec the ſecond Perſon in the glorious Trinity, took upon 
ec him our Nature, that he might give a great Inſtance and 
« example of this Virtue ; and condeſcended to be a Man 
<« only that he might be a Friend. Our Creator, our Lord 
e and King, he was beforezbut he would needs come down 
«« from all this and in a Sort become our equal. Ib. page 
88. | | 
A$TRANGE Converſion of the Godhead this indeed! was 
not God then our Creator, Lord and King, during Chriſt's 
abode on earth ? No,according to this Account he was not; 
For "Chriſt, the ſecond Perſon in the glorious Trinity who 
« was all this before) would needs come dawn from all 
ce this.” So that the World was left for about 30 years with- 
out a Creator, Lord and King. No doubt the Doctor 
meant not ſuch a Conſequence, but it really is deducible 
from his Aſſertion, and all theUſe I would make of it is, as 
anAdmonition againſt giving the Enemies of revealed Re- 
ligion and of our Church in particular, any Advantage by 

ſuch unguarded Expreſſions, 
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World in the Fleſh or by the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus, 
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F: | Vas. 34. For he whom God hath ſent ſpeaketh 
tze Words of God: For God giveth not the 
Spirit by Meaſure unto him. 


Tuis Teſtimony of the Baptiſt concerning 
our Saviour, viz. that be ſpake the Words of 
God, coincides with that of the Evangeliſt 

at Chap. i. 14. viz. that he became the Word, 
the Publiſher of the Goſpel Diſpenſation ; and 
whereas the Baptiſt adds, For God giveth 
not the Spirit by Meaſure unto him, this is 
a Confirmation of the Senſe we have put 
upon the third Verſe of the ſame Chapter, in 
making the Word, Him, relate to God ard 
not to, tbe Word; God being the Original of 
the Word and Chriſt Jeſus the Publiſher of 
it to the World, the Man by whom God 
ſpake and manifeſted himſelf to the World ; 
ä "a . 
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ſo that it was God, and no other Being diſ- 
tin and ſeparate from him, that was mani- 
feſted in the Fleſh, or by the Man Jeſus 
Chriſt, This * Man ſpake not of himſelf 
nor by the Dictate of any other Being than 
the ſupreme God, All was done by Him; 
and without Him was not any Thing done, (or 


delivered) of that which has been done, of that 


Word which came by Jeſus Chriſt, 


Crap, v. 22. For the Father judgeth 710 Man, 


but bath committed all Judgment 2 the Son. 


TuIS 


* IT ſhould not give any Offence that I ſpeak thus of 
our Saviour Chriſt, I mean not to repreſent him thereby as 


a mere Man, in whom the Fulneſs of the Godhead dwelt 


not, but as being really and truly Man. For aſſerting the 
ferfec Manhood of Chriſt doth not derogate from that 


erſefly Divine Nature which manifeſted itſelf ſo fully in 


him; ſo far from this, that in aſſe: ting it, I mean to repre_ 


ſent Chriſt as having no middle Nature between God and 
Man, that was united to Humanity. When I call him Man 


I ſpeak of him, as of a reaſonable Soul, and human Fleſh 


« ſubſiſting;ꝰ and aſſert not, . as touching his Godhead, 
an Inferiority to the father, but only, © as touching his 


« Manhood,” 
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= Tins is perfectly conſonant with the 1. 
7 terpretation given of the three firſt Verſes, 

E and the fourteenth of the firſt Chapter, viz, 
| : that the Mord was in the Beginning with God; 
[1 but that 27 was given to a Man, the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, to publiſh i- to the World. But 
? though he was Man, perfect Man, yet he 
| was alſo the Son of God. He therefore in 
che next Verſe claims that Honour and Reſ- 
4 * which are due to him as ſuch, due to 
ö him as that Man in whom God alone, perfect 
; God, the Almighty himſelf wrought and 
ſpake, viz. that all Men ſhould honcur the 
Son even as they honour the Father. For on 
what other Footing could he claim this equal 
Honour? Could he claim it as a mere Man? 
for any natural Power belonging to Huma- 
nity ? Not Socinus himſelf, nor even the "moſt 
miſtaken of his Followers would fay t this. 


Doth 
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Doth he claim it as that great Perſonage 
whom the Arians ſuppoſe to have exiſted, 
before his Humanity, a diſtin and ſeparate 
Being, next in Dignity but inferior to God 
himſelf? No. For he diſclaims this Honour 
on his own Account, teſtifying that he can 
do nothing of himſelf, that i is, as a diſtinct and 
ſeparate Being from God; nor indeed could 
that Honour which is due to God alone be 
due to an inferior Perſonage how. exalted 
ſoever ſuppoſed to be united to Humanity. 


Dos he claim it then as a Being in all Z 
reſpects equal with God, though a diſtin 
Cs from him, ** diſtinct, ſo 


that 
* Doctor Sherlock in his Viadication of the Doctrine of 
the Holy and ever Bleſſed Trinity aſſerts that the Divine 
 _ © Perſons in theGodhead are Real, Subſtantial Beings” are 
© Three diſtin and infinite Minds ;” Three Divine Per- 
« ſons ſub/antially diftin& ;” Theſe three infinite Minds 
are diſtinguiſhed, juſt as three finite and created Minds are 
by {elf Conſciouſneſs. ” 


Theſe 


chat the Father and the Son are as really two 
E infinite Minds or Beings, as Peter and Jobn 
are two finite Beings? This Opinion has been 


=== 


E eſpouſed indeed by ſome zealous Defenders 


E Deſervedly rejected ſurely ! For befides that 


F Chriſt himſelf declares his Title to this Ho- 
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ment 


verted upon by as Zealous an Aſſerter of the Trinity as 
E himſelf. The learnedAnimadverter has ſufficiently expoſed 
the Abſurdity of them and their Inconſiſtency both with the 
Doctrine of the Church of England and the Senſe of the 
Ancient Fathers concerning the Divine Perſons, nor do L 


think in bringing his Charge of Tritheiſm againſt this 


Author's Explication of the Trinity he has gone too far, 


it. 
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x of the Trinity, but rejected with Abhorrence 
by others not leſs zealous in the Cauſe. 


E this would imply a Diviſſon of the Godhead, 
E nour to be quite another Thing, viz. becauſe 


E God has committed all Judgment to the 
Son. The Father hath committed all Judg- 


THEsE are very bold Aſſertions and have been animad- 


though much too far in his acrimonious Manner of doing 
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ment to the Son; that all Men ſhould n the Þ 
Son, even as 35 honour the Father. The Fa- 
ther therefore demands of all Men this Ho- 
nour to the Son on Account of his having all | 
Power both in Heaven and Earth. And al. | 
though this Power was manifeſted in the | 
Perſon of the Son and is ftill exerciſed by 
him to the Advantage of the Church uni- 
verſal, yet it is the Power of God himſelf, and i 
not of any inferior Being. By conſequence, | 
the Honour and Worſhip due on that Account | 
to the Father and Son, two diſtin& Perſons, L 
are due and to berendered to One and the ſame | 
Divine Being, even to God Almighty, If we iſ 
honour the Son on the abovementioned Ac- 


count, we honour God alone, we' reverence | 
thePower and Word of God, and not the Power 
and Word of any other Being whatſoever, | 
The Being that we worſhip is one and the 
ſame, though under different Perſons, And 
„ 
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thus we ſee that, although to the Mar 
Chriſt Jeſus was given all Power and Autho- 


rity in the Execution of his Office, yet all 
Was of God and without Him did not any 


7 hing come to paſs of all that which bath been 
done, ver 30, 32. | 


cur. TY But my Father eiveth yeu the 


of God is he which cometh down from Heaven 
and giveth Life unto theIVorld,z4. Then ſaid 
they unto him, Lord, evermore give us this 


Bread, 35. And Teſus ſaid unto them, J am 


185 the Breas of Life. 


E Life which cometh down from Heaven. That 
theſe Words are not to be underſtood of any 


but of his 7/ord and Doctrine being from 
N. God. 


true Bread from Heaven, 33. For the Bread 


HERE our Saviour ſtiles himſelf, The Bread 


local Deſcent of Chriſt Jeſus from Heaven, 
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God or heavenly ; not of any Being hate 
ever, diſtinct and ſeparately exiſting from 
God, deſcending from Heaven, but of God 


himſelf deſcending, as it were, from Heaven 
and dwelling among us by his Vord com- 


mitted to a Man, is plain from what has 
been obſerved on Chap. iii. 2, 13, et ſeq. But 
this is ſtill more evident from our Saviour's 
own Explanation of all he had been faying 


from the 32d to the 62d Verſe of this Chap- 
ter.— His Followers, who had lately expe- 


rienced his miraculous Power in the Diſtribu- 
tion of the Loaves and Fiſhes, were hunger- 
ing after more Miracles of the Sort. Our 
Lord, not ignorant of the real Motive of 
their Attendance upon him, havin g remarked 
upon their narrow and ſelfiſi Views, and the 
periſhable Nature of that which they ſought 
after, exhorts them to the Purſuit of that 
Food which mand not but endureth to 


ever 
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everlaſting Life. He tells them where they 
may find this heavenly Suſtenance, even in 
Himſelf the Son of Man, who could give it 

to all them that ſhould believe on him, and 
that it was indeed their Duty to receive and 
believe on him whom God had ſent. They 
demand a Miracle in Proof of his Miſſion, 


and, their Minds ſtill running on temporal 


Food, mention, by way of challenge, as it 


were, to our Lord, the Manna which their 
Fathers did eat in the Deſart, quoting at the 
ſame Time this Scripture, He gave them Bread 
Vun Heaven to eat, Our Lord anſwers not 
their Demand. For what Purpoſe, ſince the 
Miracle of the Loaves and Fiſhes left them 


Unbelievers, would another of the ſame Kind 


ſerve, but to gratify their ſenſual Appetites? 
He judges it more proper to take Occaſion 
ſrom the Scripture they had quoted to diſ- 


courſe to them about the End and Deſign of 


2 his 
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his Miſſion, which was to give them ever- 
laſting Life, ſpiritual Foad in alluſion to the 
Quotation ; and by a Compariſon of the Na- 
ture of the Food which they meant with that 
which he profeſſed a Power to give them, to 
engage their Preference of the latter, and 
allure them to, fome Degree of Attention ta 
their ſpiritual Intereſt. For this Purpoſe he 


tells them, that the Bread their Fathers eat 
was not from Heaven ex Ts «pays, that is, of an 


heavenly Nature. It fell by the good Pro- 


vidence of God indeed upon the Earth; but 


it was not, we ſee, according to our Saviour's 
Meaning in , that Expreſſion, from Heaven, 
er Tv u Put the Bread, which he had for 


them, the Bread, which God his Father was 


now ready to beſtow upon them that believed, 


was the true Bread from Heaven, that is, truly 
fee of a divine e and Efficacy, 


ſuch | 
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ſuch as could give Life unto the World, 
This Manner of Repreſentation had the Ef- 
fect to keep up their Attention to him, and 
raiſe in them a Deſire of receiving ſo precious 
and extraordinary a Gift, as Bread, which 
could make them immortal. Accordingly, 
eager with the Expectation of enjoying a 
more delicious Repaſt as well as much 
more valuable in its Nature and Effects on 
the Conſtitution than that which he had al- 
ready given them in the Diſtribution of the 
Loaves and Fiſhes, they requeſt of him that 
they may always receiye that heavenly Bread 
of which he ſpake ; Lord, evermore give us 
that Bread. To which he replies, I am the 
Bread of Life. And, going on with the Al- 
luſion to the Manna from Heaven, he aſſerts, 
| that he came down from Heaven at the Will 


of his Father. The Jews then murmured at 


him 


————— 4— Zꝛ 
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him becauſe he ſaid, I am the Bread * which 


came down from Heaven. Our Saviour, to 
> | _ ſilence 


FROM this and the like Expreſſions of our Lord, the 
Socinians have fancied that Jeſus Chriſt, before he entered 
upon his Miniſtry, and in order to be qualified for the 
Diſcharge of it, was actually taken up into Heaven in the 
Fleſh, and having been there taught of God, deſcended from 
thence as Whſes did from the Mount, with the Will of 
God. 

The Arians, on the iber Hand, have fön the like Phraſes 
concluded that Chriſt came down from ſome Place above 
called Heaven, in which he hal exiſted aforetime, a diſ- 
tinct and /eparate Being from God, inferior to him, being 
limited and created, and was united to, Humanity. 

Now, in ſome ſuch Way as this did the Jews alſo under- 
ftand our Saviour's Aſſertion, that he was the Bread 
© which came de vn from Heaven.” Bot is it not ſtrange 
in the laſt Degree that, when our Lord in his own Com- 
ment upen this Aſſertion ſhewed them their Miſtake, ob- 
viated their Murmurs againſt him on this Miſconſtruction 
of his Words, nay, and reproves his own Diſciples ſor 
interpr« ting them according to the Strictneſs of the Letter; 
is it not ſtrange, I ſay, that Chriſtians in after Ages ſhoul | 
1e lh into the ſame Error, and ſuppoſe that he ſpoke of hi; 
| terally and locally deſcending from Heaven and not of 
his Word and Dodtrine being from God or Heavenly 
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ſilence their Murmurs and Cavillings cn that 
Accoufft, diſclaims all Power and Authority 
in himſelf and refers all to God. Though he 
could give Life, yet it was only to them that 
3 were taught of God, to them that the Father 
| ſhould draw to him, that is, to ſuch as were 
} diſpoſed to receive the Word of God. Having 
thus obviated their Difficulty on this Head, 
| he reſumes the Alluſion and calls himſelf, 
| The Bread of L ife, The living Bread which 
came down from Heaven, that Bread, of which 
f any Man eat, he ſhall live for ever. They 
muſt eat this Bread, he tells them, if they 
would have Life; they muſt eat Him, the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus, eat his Fleſh, and drink 
his Blood; for tis, ſays he, 7s that Bread 
which came down from Heaven: not as your 
Fathers did eat Manna, and are dead: He 
that eateth of this Bread call live for ever. 
This Saying appeared to many of his own 
Dil 
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x Diſciples very hard and unintelligible. Jeſus, 
Il perceiving it, explains himſelf freely td them, 


at the 61ſt Verſe, not without a Reproof for 
the Offence they had taken at his Diſcourſe, 
owing to their own abſurd Conceptibns. 
Doth this, ſays he, offend you? What and if 
you ſhall ſee the Son of Man aſcend up where 
be wwas before? that is, Do you take Offence 
at my ſaying, I am the Bread of Life which 
came down from Heaven, and, Except ye eat 
the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink bis 
Blood, ye have no Life in you? Doth thi, 
offend you ? It is owing to your taking my 
Words in a Senſe ſo ſtrict and literal as it 
would be the groſſeſt Abſurdity to ſuppoſe 
them to contain, For, were you now, let 
me put the Caſe, to ſee the Son of Man al 
cend up into Heaven from whence he hath 
ſaid that he came down; how would you un- 


derſtand my Diſcourſe to you then? Would 
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Of che LOGOS, 97 
you ſuppoſe this quickening Efficacy, where- 
by I aſcended, to be literally in my Fleſh and 
Blood? Would you, ſuppoſe that, when I 


ſaid, This is the Bread which came down from 


Heaven, 1 could mean it literally of the 
Deſcent of the Son of Man from the Heavens, 
as Manna fell from thence to your Fathers to 
feed upon ? Or, when you had ſeen the Son 
of Man taken up from among you, would 
you then ſuppoſe that I meant to affert that 
my Fleſh and my Blood corporally eaten and 


drank would quicken. and raiſe you up at the 


laſt Day? You would not ſurely underſtand 
me ſo, when you had ſeen me actually and 
bodily removed from you; or, if I ſhould 
leave my Body with you, yet ſurely you muſt 
know that the Fliſb of it can profit you no- 
thing. No. It is the Spirit that quickeneth; 
the Fleſh profiteth nothing: The Words that 
= RR. T jpear 
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T ſpeak unto you, they are Spirit, and they 
are Life. 
"4 7 


Tnus we ſee that our Saviour ſpeaks of 
his De&#rine and the Spirit of God which 
was given to him without Meaſure. The 
Words which Chriſt ſpake unto them, they 
were Spirit and Life. For he ſpake not of 
himſelf but as he was taught of his Father 
The Word of God (oye 7+ bw) was that Ef- 
ficacious Principle of Life which he ſpake of. 
7s is the Bread of Life. This is that which 
came down from Heaven, which whoſoever 
receiveth and retaineth hath eternal Life, and 
Chriſt will raiſe him up at the laſt Day. This 
is called eternal Life, from Heaven, from 
God; and the Man Chriſt Jeſus is therefore 
called, the Word of Life, and ſaid to come 
from Heaven, from God, to have Been 
with God, to have come forth from God. 
F his cannot be underſtood of his Fleſh, 
of 


rr 
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of his human Nature, of him as the Son 
of Man, but of him as having the Power 
and Word of God, as the Logos Ts bas. All 
theſe Expreſſions, I ſay, relate entirely to 
Chriſt as the Word of God ; and cannot be 
underſtood, are really incompatible with our 
Ideas of Things, and inconſiſtent with, and 
contradictory to our Saviour's own Declara- 
tion and repeated Teſtimony of himſelf, on 
any other Suppoſition than this, vi. That it 
was God himſelf that ſpake and wrought in 
Chriſt Jeſus, that it was God himſelf that 
ſpake to the World and wrought our Salva- 
tion and Redemption, and no other Self- ex- 
iſtent, Almighty and Eternal Being, ſub/fan- 
tially diſtinct from him, nor any other next 
in Dignity to God, nor any otber Being of 
fill inferior Dignity but in the Order of 
Angels. 


Ver. 
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VER. 68. Thou haſt the Words of eternal Life, 


Tuts Expreſſion uſed by St. Peter, is agree- 
able to the Tranſlation we have given of the 


14th Verſe of Chap. 1. viz. © And a Man 


"Mn (the Man Chriſt Jeſus) became the Mord and 
te dwelt among us” full of Grace and Truth. 


CHAp. vii. 16. My Doctrine is not mine but 
bis that ſent me. 


By theſe Words our Saviour diſclaims be- 
ing the Word in any other Senſe than as the 
| Publiſher of it to the World. God was the 
Mord, the original Author of it ; and He 
gave it to the Man Chriſt Jeſus to publiſh to 
the World. Our Saviour therefore faith, in 
anſwer to the Jews who murmured at bis 
pretending, to teach, who was altogether an 

literate 
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illiterate Man, that he did not ſpeak to them 
Things, the Knowledge of which he had 
b acquired by human Means, but Thin gs which 
; God himſelf taught him. He ſpake to them 
; the Word of God, not the Word or Doctrine 
; of himſelf, as the Son of Man or the wr * 
l | any other Being whatſoever. 


| AccorpincLyY, in theVerſe following the 
| Text above cited, he adds, if any Man will d 
| bis Will, he ſhall know of the Doctrine, whether 
it be of God or whether I ſpeak of myſelf. 


CHAP. viii. 28. Then faid Jeſus unto them, 
when ye have lift up the Son of Man, then 
ſhall ye know that 1 am He, and that 7 do 
nothing of myſelf ; but as my Father bath 
taught me, I ſpeak theſe Things. And be 
that ſent me is with me. 


8 No 
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No Words ſurely can more ſtrongly expreſs 
the perfect Divinity of our Saviour, and that 

perfect Humanity in which it was manifeſt to 

Men than theſe. hen ye have lift up the Son 

of Man ; that is, when you have crucified and 

put him to Death (whereby his real and per- 
fect Humanity will be demonſtrated) yo u will 
then acknowledge that he had that div ¹ e Pow- 

er which he pretended to, even the Power of 
God himſelf, you will then acknowledge that 
what he did was not of himſelf, could not be 
executed by him as Man. For as ſuch he could 
do nothing. The mighty Works which mani- 
feſted themſelves in him, you muſt then con- 

feſs, could not have been wrought by any 
Power belonging to Humanity, by any Power 
belonging to that Nature which ſuffered Pain 
and underwent Death, but by a Power which 
belonged to a divine Nature, Perfect, 9 * 
even to the * high God. 
5 Oun 
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Ou Lord therefore always ſpeaks of him- 
ſelf as Man or with reſpect to his human 
Nature, whenever he teſtifieth his Inferiority 
to his Father, and his receiving way" Corn 
mandment or Commuſhon from him. 


Cray. wi 38. 1 ſpeak that which I have ths 
with my Father ; and ye do that which bs 
have ſeen with your Father. 


By this' we are not to underſtand our Sa- 
viour as aſſerting his having exiſtedin a former 
State, a dftinet and different Being from God, 
in which State he had ſeen ſomething which 
he now reveals, any more than we- can ſup- 
poſe him to mean by the latter Clauſe, that the 
Jews had ſeen 0 literally ſpeaking) the Devil 
doing any Thing. It muſt mean, here, a and 
in all thoſe Places where he ſpeaks of having 


ſeen 
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ſeen God, and ſeen thoſe Things which he 
relates, the moft certain Knowledge which he 
had of the Will of God, or the Things per- 
taining to the Kingdom of God, in Alluſion 
to that certain and ſatisfactory Knowledge | 
which Men receive by ocular Inſpection and 
Intuition; Things which God gave him to 
reveal to Mankind, and which are good and 
true proceeding from God, as all bad and 


falſe T * are ſaid to a from the 
Devil. 


Ir is very common with our Lord to 
diſtinguiſh Himſelf as the Meſſiah by ſuch 
like Expreſſions as theſe, of having ſeen 
God, learnt of God, proceeded forth from 
God, come down from Heaven, &c, &c. 
Which Manner of ſpeaking has given Occa- 
ſion to Divines to buſy themſelves about the 
| e N ature and Exiſtence of Chriſt 
Bor 
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have no Manner of Reference thereto, and 
that from theſe two Conſiderations ; 1. Be- 
cauſe wherever they occur, the Context is ſure 


to determine that ourLord ſpeaks in Reference 


to his Office on Earth. 2. Becauſe to ſuppoſe 


theſe Expreſſions to relate to his metaphyſical 
Nature and Exiſtence, we muſt be forced to 
interpret them /:terally, which would make 


the greateſt Confuſion among our Ideas, and 
lay the Foundation of the moſt abſurd, impi- 
ous and contradictory Opinions and Tenets. 
Our Lord therefore muſt mean by them to 


aſſert, that he alone had a perfect Knowledge 


of the Will and Counſels of God, which no 
Man before him ever had; that God com- 
mitted to him alone the full Revelation of him- 
ſelf and enabled him to declare and manifeſt 


the one true God to the World, as clearly as 
if the Son of Man had actually aſcended up ] 
P into 


But it is very plain that theſe Expreſſions can 
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106 Of the LOGOS. 

into Heaven and there ſeen God and the 
Things of the heavenly World, and then had 
come down fromHeaven withGrace and Tr uth 
as Moſes from the Mount, with the Law 
Jeſus Chriſt having ſuch Knowledge and 
Revelation of the Will of God as this, together 
with all Power and judgment, doth with the 
utmoſt Propriety uſe theſe Expreſſions con- 
cerning himſelf, and that by way of Ap- 
propriation and Prerogative not belonging 
to Moſes, John the Baptiſt, or any of the 
Prophets ; who, though true Prophets, were 
ſtill not from Heaven but of the Earth; 
brought not that heavenly Light which was 
the Life of Men. In Ged only was this Life, 
and wwith Him was it hid from the Foundation 
of the World; neither did it ſhine forth to 
the World, till the Coming of Chriſt, or the 
| Manifeſtation of Cd in the ** 


VXRSE 
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VeRs8E 42. Por I proceeded forth and came 
from Ged; neither came Jef myſelf but He 
ſent me. 


Ovr Lord ſpeaks here not in Reference to 
his Divine but Human Nature, not as a ſu- 
perior Being to Man, who, literally ſpeaking, 
deſcended from a more exalted State and 
higher Region than this, but as Man. Other- 
wiſe no Senſe can be made of this Paſſage. 
For the Jeus, to whom it is addreſſed, had 
boaſted that Abraham was their Father. No, 
ſays our Lord; If you were Abraham's Chil- 
dren you would do the Works of Abraham. He 
had acknowledged, that they were, literally 
ſpeaking, the Children or Deſcendants of 
Abraham, but he denies it in the moral Senſe 
of that Expreſſion, viz. that they were Imi- 
tators of him in good Works. In this Senſe, 
——- Ms. - 
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he tells them, they were the Children of ans- 
ther Father ; another Father | We be not born 
of Fornication, ſay they. Mie have one Father, 
even God. Jeſus ſaid unto them, If God were 
your 'Father ye would love me; that is, If He 


I * g — 
. — . —— —  —— — 
* 


— 
2 


was your Father and you his Sons in the 
moral Meaning of that Relation; if you 
were truly good Men and ſincerely deſirous 
of doing the Will of God, you would love 
me. For I (the Man whom you perſecute 
and ſeek to kill) am come from him, to in- 
ſtruct you in his Will. I come not of myſelf, 


but He ſent me. I am commiſſioned of God 
my Father to deliver his Meſſage to you, 
and, in Duty and filial Obedience to him, I 
deliver it and tell you the Truth though I can 
expect nothing from you but Violence and 


Perſecution. This you ſee has plainly a 
Reference to his Human Nature. 


Of the LOGOS. 109 


Bor why need I multiply Words in Proof 
hereof, when our Lord himſelf has expreſly 
| teſtified it in this Place, ſaying; But now ye 
Lek to kill me, a Man, ere that has told 
you the Truth which I have heard of God? 


VzRsE 58. Jeſus ſaid unto them, Verily, Verily, 
1 ſay unto you, before Abroham was, I am. 


THAT our Saviour here ſpeaks of himſelf 
as, the Mord of God, the Meſſenger of that 
Mord which was with God 7p% dee, before 
the Foundation of the World, and had been 
promiſed to the Fathers, particularly to 
Abraham, is very plain. For he had faid 
that Abraham rejoiced to ſee his Day, not 
Himfelf in a pre-exiſtent State; which could 
have been ſuppoſed by none but ſuch abſurd 
and prejudiced People as his Enemies were, 


to 


* 
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to be his Meaning. The Jews, however, 


either miſunderſtood him or maliciouſly per. i 
verted his Words. For they ſay, thou art ng 
yet fifty Years ola, and haſt thou ſeen Abraham? 
Our Saviour had neyer mentioned ſeeing | 
Abrabam, but ſpoke of Abraham's ſeeing hi 
Day, that is, the Goſpel! Times, in wh 
Times, it was revealed to Abraham, that all 
Nations ſhould be happy in his Seed. He 
therefore anſwers them not according to their 
perverted Conſtruction, but according to the 
true and very obvious Meaning of his own 
Words, and tells them that Abraham might, | 
and did ſee his Day, for that before Abrahan 
was, He was, vig. with God, in the Counſels of | 
the Almighty, who revealed his Miſſion to | 
Abraham. Whom therefore does our Saviour 
call himſelf? Or what State doth he refer to, 
when he ſays, 1 * am, *yo «4? Moſt evidently] 
* 
* We cannot ſuppoſe that our Lord by this Expreſſion, 


intended to intimate to the Jews that he was that great 
1 9275 Per- 
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to his State as the Son of Man. He declares 


himſelf to be that Man, that Seed of Abraham 
In whom all Nations ſhould be bleſſed, that 
Man, whoſe Day Abraham ſaw and rejoiced 
at the Proſpect of it; the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
who, before their Anceſtor Abraham was 
born, even from the Foundation of the 
World was appointed to be the Mord of God 
to Men. 


CA. 


Perſonage who in the third Chapter of Exodus, at the 14th 
Verſe, calls himſelf, J am; Nor was it at this Expreſſion 
that their Indignation aroſe, but at his aſſerting that he wag 
before Abraham exiſted. This is manifeſt from his uſing 
the ame Expreſſion twice before in the ſame Chapter with- 
out their taking Offence at it, via. at verſe 24. he be- 


ſieve not that I am, «y««u11; and again at the 28th Verſe 
then shall ye know tat I am, 29 £1. In both theſe Places 


he means only to aſſert, that he was that Perſon whom God 
had ſanctified and ſent into the World, and who was ap- 
pointed in the eternal Purpoſe of God to be the Light of 


the World, as will appear to any one on reviewing the 


Context from verſe 12th, 
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CHAP. xii, 49, 50. For 1 have not ſpoken q 
myſelf but the Father which ſent me. be gad 
me a Commandment what I ſhould ſay anl 

_ what T ſhould ſbeak. Whatſoever I ſpeal 

therefore, even as the Father ſaid unto me, || 


T ſpeak. 


Can any one doubt, after reading theſe 
Words, of thePropriety orReaſon of theEvan- 
geliſt's calling Chriſt, the Word? That Man 
was well intitledto this Appellation who ſpake 
to the World, not of himſelf but from God, 
not his own Doctrine, but the Word of God. 
He, this Man, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, became 
the Word, being taught of God, having the 
IWord which was in the beginning with God 
committed unto him, to publiſh and declare 
unto Men. This was the Son of Man who 
| aſcended up into Heaven, as it were, and 


brought 
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brought us from thence that Grace and Truth 
which had laid hid fer ages wyth God, and 
infinitely ſurpaſſed the Law given by Moſes. 
No Man could tell us of heavenly Things ; 
| for noMan had aſcended up to Heaven, but the Son 
of Man; nor had any Man ſeen, Ged at any Time, 
fave the Son of Man; He is ſaid to have ſeen 
God, and as an only begotten Son, to have been in 
the Boſom of bis Father, (admitted into his 
moſt intimate Counſels) and to have declared 
him to the World. Can any one doubt that 
Jeſus Chriſt is called the Mord by reaſon. 
ofthe Office he ſuſtained upon Earth? and that 
the Evangeliſt cannot mean to apply it to him 
previous thereto, as to a Being that had a 
ſetarate and diſtinct Exiſtence from God, 
whether equal or inferior No o er His 
Deſign in ſtiling him ſo muſt be the ſame with 
the Deſign of our Lord in the Text we are 


now upon, viz. to repreſent Grd himſelf as 


* being 
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being originally the Word, and the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, as becoming the Word at the 
Will and Commandment of God; ; to repreſent 
the Goſpe/ and the amazing Power which 
accompanied its Publication, as the Word and 
Power of God alone. For there cannot be 
a more'expreſs Declaration of this, nor hardly 
a more literal one than what theſe Words of 
our Saviour contain. have not fhoken of myſelf, 
Put the Father which ſent me, he gave me 4 
Commandment, what I ſhould ſay and what 1 
ſhould ſpeak : whatſeever I ſpeak therefore even 
as the Father ſaid unto me, ſo 1 ſpeak. This 
Declaration of our Lord concerning himſelf 
exactly correſponds with what the Evangeliſt 
has obſerved, viz. That Ged was the Word; 
that theWhole was done by Him and without 
Him was not any Thing done; that in Him was 
the Life, that //ord of Life which was the 
Light of Men, directing them the Way to 
God, 
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God, whom the World was groſly ignorant 
of, till he manifeſted himſelf unto the World 
in the Fleſb, appointing the Son of Man to be 
his Mord to Men, one who partook of their 
own Natures, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who dwelt 


among them fall of Grace and Truth, whoſe 


Glory and great Power alſo they beheld, ſuch "1 


Glory and Power as manifeſted him to be the 
* only b:gotten of the Father, p Tl pss. 
CHAP xiv 23. If a Man love me, he will keep 
my Words; and my Father will love him; and 
we will come unto him and make cur abode 
with bim. es 
* Oroneſo intimately beloved of God, that Gcd com- 


municated to him all his Counſels, and gave him all Power 
in Heaven and Earth. Qs woroyerus Tops wolps] INV 


„ Quod Unigenam aut Unicum ſigniſicat, Graci, ſenſum 


ee reſpicieates, vertunt a-71/ ut Genes. xxii. 2. 12. 16. 
© Fudic Xi. 34. Jerem. vi. 26. Amos. viii. 10. Zach. xii, 10. 
00 Morte ergo hic recte dicitur Chriſtus eo quem 
„ diximus ſignificatu, et cui addi poteſt, quia ſingulari 
c mado a Deo proceſſit. Grot. on the 14th Verſe of 
the ficit Chapter of Yn. e 
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Our Lord delivers theſe Words in Anſwer 
to Ju lass Queſtion, viz. How Chriſt would 
mani feſt himſelf to his Apoſtles and not lo ihe 
Morld? — To which he anſwers, that this 
Manifeſtation conſiſted in the Honour which 
ſhould be confer: ed on them by the Faiher 
and himſelf, in making them Apoſtles and 
giving them the Word of God to propagate 
in the World, and this, becauſe they loved 
Chriſt. Our Lord, however, cxpteſſ th this 
in ſuch Terms as gave them not a clearidea of 
the Nature of thatHonour he ſpake of, but in 
ſuch as were very proper to engage and ſccure 
their Love and Attachment to, and ſupport 
their Faith and Confidence in him. He tells 
them, if they loved him and kept his Word, 
his Father would love them, and they would 
come and make their Abode with them. No 
doubt, they would be at a Loſs fully to com- 

. prehend 


EW  _ iy 
Prehend this Honour; But our Saviour tells 
hem they ſhould underſtand his Meaning, 
Shen the Holy Ghoſt was come upon them; 
Nod we know that God and Chriſt did make 
heir Abode with them by the Spirit of Truth, 
Pr by giving them the Vord of God to preach 
Prith Power, Thus was God and Chriſt mani- 
eſted to them ard not to the World. Chriſt 
ould not mean that they ſhould have, here, 
pon Earth, a viſibie Repreſentation of himſelf 


rom Heaven, and have a local Refidence 


among them. It was meant therefore of the 


to them at the Interceſſion of Chriſt, they 
might be ſaid to receive God and Chriſt, who 
ere manifeſted thereby to them. 


and his Father, who would /zerally deſcend 


Mord of God being in them, and the Spirit of 
Power which ſhould be given them, which 
Vord and Spirit, being from God and granted 
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Now. what I would obſerve on this Paſſage 
of Scripture is, that Chriſt Jeſus here ſays, that 
He and his Father would come and reſide with 
his Apoſtles uponEarth, and yet no one thinks 
of interpreting this according to the Letter. Why 
ſhould we otherwiſe interpret, thoſe Places of 
Scripture, in which He is ſaid & to have come 


dwn from Heaven, to have come forth fromGod, 
. to 


* What Conſuſion and Inconſiſtency hath the literal 
Acceptation of ſuch Paſſages as this occaſioned concern- 
ing the Dignity of Jeſus Chriſt. When both Sides, Trinita- 
rians and Arians adduce them in ſupport of their widely 
different Opinions, we may be pretty ſure that both Sides 
are under fome common Error of Interpretation, The 
Avrinns interpret them as having a Reference to the Perſon 
of Chriſt in his pre- exiſtent State. And ſome Trinitarians, 
whoſe Zez] conſumes their Judgment, readily join iſſue 
with them and ſuffer the Cauſe to proceed on their Adver- 
ſaries own State of the Caſe. After this, in order to be con- 
ſiſtent with themſeives in this erroneous Interpretation cf 
Scrip:ure, they become totally inconſiſtent with themſelves 
in reconciling that Interpretation with the Doctrine of a 

_ Tririty in Unity, | 
Tims, Dr SHerlack (in * L. indication of the Bea 

of tne Hel, and ever Uſed Trinity) in order to ac- 
count 
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to be from above, &c. &c? Need we under- 


ſtand theſe Expreſſions as intended to convey 
any 


count for the Poſſibility of Chriſt's being ſent from God, 
receiving Commands from him, and intercceding with him, 
is forced firſt into down right Arianiſin, and then, to mend 
the Matter, into Satelliani/m. His Words are, The 
« One ſupreme God can no more be ſent than he can be 
&« begotten, can receive no Commands from any other, 
« cannot be given by any other; cannot be ſubject to any 
« other Will but his own, &c. But tte Divine Perſons 
& may ſend and be ſent, and interceed with each other; 
& for though in the Unity of the Godhead they are all 
i the One Supreme God, yet there is a mutual Relation 
« and Subordination between the Divine Perſons.“ Here 
is a Diſtinction indeed of th: One ſupreme Cod, from a 
Divine Perſon, and not without a Difference. The 
ſupreme God cannot be ſent, cannot be commanded, a Divine 
Perſon may. Why is the fir/t a true Propoſition ? Becauſe 
none other is greater than himſelf. How then can the 
latter be true ? Tt cannot be true without acknowledging 
the Divine Perſon, who is commanded, to be leſs or infe- 
rior to him that commands, and this would be Arianiſm. 
Let us ſee then how this Author would extricate himſelf 
out of this Difficulty. “ As to inſtance (he Subjoins) in 
ce Interceſſion or Prayer for himſelf or others, which is 
« Contradiction to the Notion of a ſupreme God, as it 
eis to the Notion of an abſolute and ſovereign Prince: 
But yet a ſovereign Prince may interceed with kinſelf; 
| «© His 
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120 Of te LOGOS. 
any other Meaning than, that Chriſt, while 
on Earth, had the Word and Spirit of God! 

| 5 that 


* . | 
ee His own Wiſdom, his own Mercy, Clemehcy, and 
« Compaſſion may interceed with him and prevail too 
« without any Diminution to his ſovereign Power. Thus, 
c though the ſupreme God can interceed with no other 
« Being, yet the Son may interceed with the Father, 
* His own eternal and begotten iſdom, may interceed with 
cc him and make Atonement and Expiation for Sinners, and 
<« thus God interceeds with no Body but himſelf, for it is 
cc his Nn //:/d»m which interceeds with him, and make 

cc the Atonement.” Vind. p. 18 1. Not to admit, with this 
Author, the Divine Perſons in the Godhead to be three in- 
finite Minds or Beings ſubſtantially diſtinct, he ſays is both 
Hereſy and Nonſenſe. Is the above Qota.ion either Sen{ 
or Orthodox? If it be Senſe, I ſhould eſteem it Sabellianiſm 
But, whatſoever elſe it may be, I am ſure of this, that it is 
totally inconſiſtent with his Notion of the Trinity as laid 
down in the other Part of his Vindication, and( which is all 

I want to obſerve) that he has been led into this remarkable 


Inconſiſtence with himſelf, by ſuppoſing ſome Paſlages of 
Scripture to refer to the Dignity of Chriſt in a prior State 
of Exiſtence, which refer only to his Office on Earth. 
Dr. South, from the like Miſtake, repreſents Chriſt as 
Iterally and locally deſcending from Heaven, yea, and 
actually parting from ſome Bliſs and Glory, he beiore 
e N 2 5 Mm 7 engoycd, 
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That God operated and manifeſted himſelf 
to the World, in the Fleſh, by the Man Chriſt 


R Jeſus? 
enjoyed, as if the Divinity could do this. His Words 
are, The ſecond Thing to be conſidered is the State or 
«Condition from which Chriſt came and that was fi om the 
« Boſom of the Father, from the incomprehenſible ſur- 
« priſing Glories of the Godhead, from an cterual Eujoy- 
&© ment of an abſolute uninterrupted Bliſs and Pleaſure in 
ce the mutual ineffabl- Intercourſ: betwixt hm and his 
« Father.“ This ſhocking and contradictory Repreſen- 
tation ofthe Divinity is owing to the Doctor's abſurd In- 
terpretation of that Expreſſion uſed by br. Jobn, viz. II ho 
was in the Boſom of the Father. 


In another Place, this Author has thus obnoxiouſly 


expreſſed himielf conterning the Divinity, And yet this 
« wonderful Almighty Perſon, whom the whole World 
« could not circum{cribe by reaſon of the Divinity and 
« Immenſity of his Be:ng, had not ſo much in the ſame 
te World as where to lay his Head by reaſon of the Mean- 
et xe/5 of his Condition.“ It is certainly very abſurd to ſpeak 
of Chriſt as God, and yet to ſay, that he had not where to 
lay his Head. It was the Man Chriit Jeſus that had not 
where to lay his Head. All ſuch Deſcriptions given of him 


by the Evangeliſt muſt have a Reference to his Manhood 
only; And can any Thing be more ridiculaus than to ſpeak 


of the Meanneſs of the Condition of Almighty God? The 
Divinity is unchangeable in his Perfections, and his 
Bleſſedneſs ſuffered no diminution when he manifeſted 


himſelf to the World | in the Fleſh. 
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1 Of the LOGOS. 
Jeſus ? That what he ſpake was not of him- 
ſelf but was the J/ord (Logos) of God, who 


dwelt in him, and no other Being whatſoever ? 


Cray. xvi. 5. He ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf 
but whatſoever be ſhallhear that ſhall be ſpeak. 


14. He ſhall glorify me, for he ſhall receive 
of mine and ſhall ſhew it unto you. 


15. All thi ngs that the Father hath are mine, 
therefore ſaid I that be ſhall take of mine and 
hall ſhew it unto you. 
Tr1s Paſſage of Scripture plainly proves, 
that both what Chriſt and what the Spirit 
wrought was all of God. It was One and the 
ſame Being, viz. God, that operated by theſe 
Agents. Chriſt faith indeed, that the Spirit 
| ſhould take of His; but then he explains him- 
1 | ſelf 
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ſelf thus, viz. that what the Spirit ſhould take 
of him was the Father's alſo. All therefore 
was of God. We may ſay, with Propriety 
enough, of theſe three Perſons, that the Father 
Ent the Son, and the Son ſent the Spirit upon 
hisApoſtles, and the Spirit ſanctified them; but 
the Effects proceeded not from theſe Perſons, 
as from three diſtin and ſeparate Beings, 


either three Gods or any of them Je than God, 


but they proceeded from one and the fame 


Principle or efficient Cauſe, even from OneGed, 


CHAP. xvii. 5. Aud nam, O Fatier, glorify thou 
me with thine own ſelf, with the Glery which 


T had with thee be/ore the Morld was . 


THz Aras ſuppoſe, that Chriſt here prays 
the Father to raiſe him to the very fame 
Dignity he had in his pre-exiſtent State 1n 
Heaven, vis. the greateſt, except that of the 


Father 
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Father himſelf. But, in all this Prayer to his 
Father, it 1s very evident, that our Saviour 
ſpeaks of himſelf as the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who 
was to receive the Reward of his Obedience, 
the Glory which ſhould ſuceeed his Sufferings 
and Death, Glory which is repreſented indeed 
as appointed ſrom the Foundation of the World, 
but as nevertheleſs conſequent upon and ſub- 
ſequent to his ſuffering on Earth. It was to be 
conferred upon him, as Man, and for hay 
ing glorified God on the Earth, 1 Have 
gloriſied thee on the Earth ; T have finiſhed the 
722 which thou gaveſi to me do. And now, 
O Father, glorify, Sc. This therefore doth not 
ſuppoſe him to have exiſted another and aiffer- 
ent Being from God in a State prior to this, 
in which State he had all the Glory that was 
conferred on him after his Humiliation. For 
how could it then be conſidered as a Reward 


| for his Suffer ings, or as merited by his Obe- 


dence 7 
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dience? A Reward implies an additional Glory 
| or Happineſs to what one had before. But,if we 
conſider thisGlory as appointedfrom theBegin- 
ning for, and conferred in the Fulneſs of Time 
on him as Man, then we may have very clear 
and confiſtent Notions of his Exaltation at the 
right Hand of God, of his being entered into 
hisReſt and Glory, of his being conſtituted the 
Head of the Church, of his coming again to 
judge the World, and of his being appointed 
to this high Office, becauſe he is the Son of 
Man. In this View, we acknowledge him as 
perfect Man, who died for us, without dero- 
eating from that Divine Nature and perfect 
Godhead, which was manifeſted by mira- 
culoys Operations. | 


Crap. xx. 21. 4 my Father hath ſent me, 
even ſo ſend 1 you. 22. And when he had 
faid this, he breathed on them and ſaith unto 


them, Receive ye the Holy Gboſt. 1 — 
. . 
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From theſe Words (as above xvi, 13.) It 

1s alſo very plain in what Senſe our Saviour 
was the Mord. This Title doth not import, 
that he is a ſelf- exiſtent, independent, infinite, 
eternal Being, ſeparate and diſtin& from God, 
(which would import, that there were more 
Gods than One) nor that he exiſted, before 
his Miſſion, dependent indeed upon, but next 
in Dignity to God; but it imports, that God 
dwelt in, and gave us the Gel or Werd by 
him. Cod is the Mord. It is of the higheſt 
Extraction, even from the greateſt of all Be- 
ings. But as He ſent, and ſpake by, this 
Man Chriſt Jeſus, ſo He, God (the very ſame 
Being that created us and all Things) is our 
Redeemer and Saviour. The Redeemer and 


Saviour of the World, therefore, is not a diſ- 


tinct Being from God; but is very God; and 


ſo alſo is the Comforter, or Sanctifier of the 


World, the Holy Ghoft, the Spirit of Truth, 


con- 
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conſidered as an efficient Cauſe, which, in its 
Effects, is repreſented here as proceeding forth, 

more immediately, from Chriſt, upon his 
Apoſtles. It is the ſame Being which ope- 
rates in them, and makes them alſo Sons of 
God. As the Spirit; however, is not com- 
municated to them but by the Interceſſion of 
Chriſt Jeſus, ſo he is at the Head. The 
Father has given a// to him. He is there- 
fore the Son of God, by way of Eminence, 
the only Son of God, being placed above all. 
He is conſtituted Head and Governor of the 
Church univerſal. All Gifts and. Graces are 
beſtowed upon it in his Name, that all, even 
the Apoſtles themſelves, ſhould honour him as 
they honour the Father, 


APPLE 
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APPLICATION, * 


PROM the foregoing” Quotations of Scrip. 
ture in ſupport of the Interpretation of 
our Text, theſe doctrinal Points are inferred, 


J. Tnar God is the original Author of our 
5 Redemption. 


II. Tur he has placed the Man Chriſ 
Jeſus at the Head of his Church, and 
given him all Power in Heaven and 
Earth, that a// Men ſhould honour the 

Son as they honour the Father. 


5 III. Tuar 
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III. THAT there is but One God, our Crea- 
tor, Redeemer and Sanctifler. The God 
that created us is the ſame that redeemed us, and 
He that redeemed us is the ſame that ſanfifies 
us. He ſpake, firſt, by the Man Chriſt Jeſus, to 
the World, his Goſpel of Grace : Afterwards, 
at the Interceſſion of the ſame, He ſpake by 


the Apoſtles, who preached Chriſt and planted 


his Doctrine in the World: And He conti- 
nues to ſpeak unto us by his Word written, as 
he did at the firſt by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 


IV. Taz Explication of the Trinitarian 


Doctrine is unſcriptural, who aflert*, that 


there are Three infinite, eternal, ſelf- ex- 
iſtent Beings, as diſtinct from each other, 
as Three Men are. 


For this is to ſuppoſe Three Gods; each be- 
ing aſſerted to be diſtinctly a God. Whereas 


. — ew the 

* Dr Sherlock has aſſerted this. See Note p. 86. And 
the numerous Tribe of his Deſenders, though all of them 
in a much more cautious Manner than the Doctor. 


ee 
* 
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the Scripture ſays, there is but One God; 
which God, and no other, ſpake by his Son 
Chriſt Jeſus, being manifeſted in the Fleſh. 


V. Tur Doctrine of Arius is unſcriptural, 
who held the Goſpel to have been given, 
or, at leaſt, to have been miniſtred to us 
by a Being 4% than God, but greater 
than any other. 


Fox we have ſeen that no uch Being is 
aſlertedl by the Evangeliſt to have been com- 
miſſioned of God and ſent into the World 
from Heaven. He that was ſent into the 
World was Man, the Man Chriſt Jeſus; and 


this Man aſſerts over and over again, that God, 


and no other inferior Being, dwelt in him; and 
that He and the Father are therefore One. 


As for. thoſe, who are called Socinians, if 
they mean to repreſent our Saviour Chriſt as 
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a mere Man, and one in whom God did not 
ſpeak, but who ſpake and wrought by his own 
Human Spirit, and of his own Power as a | 
Man, or who was taught of God but par- 
tially, as Moſes and the other Prophets, re- 
ceiving the Spirit by meaſure only; the former 
Repreſentation of him is too abſurd to inſiſt 
upon, ſince, as Nicodemus ſaid to our Saviours 
uo Man could do theſe Works except God 
were with him. The latter, though far more 
rational and plauſible than the Arian Dec- 
trine, and more conſiſtent with juſt Criticiſm 
on the peculiar Language of the New Teſta- 
ment, yet is certainly ſhort of thoſe Repreſen- 
tations of his Power, Doctrine, and Autho- 
rity, which have been produced in the fore- 


going Quotations. 


8 2 Vl. FRO 
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VI. From hence we may ſee how unjuſtly 
the Church of England has been * 
with Polytheiſm. 


Fon ſhe aſſerts the Unity of God in expreſs 
Terms. She makes not the Father and the 
Son to be two Gods, by repreſenting them as 
different Beings, each of perfectly divine Na- 
ture. She allows of no diſtinction or diffe- 
rence in their divine Nature and Eſſence, but 
only as to the human Nature of Chriſt, By 
this alone is he diſtinguiſhed from God, and 
not by any divine Nature inferior to that of 
God. One and the fame Divinity was the 
Author of all that which our Evangeliſt has 
related as coming to paſs through the Mediation 
of Chriſt Jeſus. The/Yorg which he publiſhed 
he ſpake not of bimſe f ; it was the Word of 
SGod. The Works which he wrought, were 


not 
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not wrought by the Power of Humanity, but by 
: Power perfectly divine, even by God himſelf 
and no other Being. Thoſe, that charge the 
Church of England with not holding the Doc- 
trine of Goa, miſrepreſent her Meaning, to ſay 
the leaſt of them. And indeed, how unhappily 
ſoever this Doctrine be expreſſed in one of 
her Creeds, yet, conſidering that even zhere the 
Doctrine of the DUnityof God is expreſsly aſſerted, 
and the contrary as expreſsly denied, one can 
hardly be ſo charitable as to ſuppoſe, that ſuch 
Miſtepreſentation of her Meaning doth not 
ſometimes proceed from a Want of Charity. 
VII. Tux laſt Inference from what has heen 
ſaid, (and for the Sake of which it has 
been ſaid) is this; How high a Value we 
ſhould ſet upon a Religion whoſe Ex- 
traction is from God himſelf. 
Gop did at ſundry Times indeed and in di- 
vers Manners ſpeak to the Fathers by his Pro- 


| phets. 
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phets. But to us He ſpeaketh by his own Son 
Chriſt Jeſus, from Heaven. He is the Ligh 
of the /Vorld, directing all Men in the Way of 
Life. The Lights which ſhone, before this Sun 
of Righteouſneſs aroſe, were faint and glim- 
mering, affording but Glances, as it were, into 
the celeſtial Regions, but, the Light, which 
hath beamed on us, ſhineth with a full and 
ſteady Luſtre, irradiating the heavenly World, 
and diſcovering the Things thereof to mortal 
Inſpection. The Vail, which for ages intercept- 
ed them from the View of the moſt enlightened 
of the human Race, hath Chriſt removed. 
He has thewn us the Father himſelf, whom 
the World knew not, cloathed.not with Ven- 
geance and rigorous Juſtice, but ſeated on a 
Throne of Grace and ſurrounded with Love 


and Mercy. At his Expiration on the Croſs, 
the Vail of the Temple was rent in twain from 
top to bottom ; no longer, as it were, ſhading 


from 
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from the Eyes of guilty Creatures the Mercy- 
ſeat of the moſt High, but dividing to diſplay 
the Riches of his Grace and afford Acceſs; 
that all may come boldly to the Throne of 
Grace, and, caſting off that fear of Death and 
Condemnation, which the Law and Sin had 
niſed in them, may take of the Gift of Life 
freely. a . 


Jesvs, the Son of the moſt high God, 
has purchaſed this Gift for us of his Father, 
not redeemable with corruftible T hings as 
Silver and Gold, but with the precious Blood 
of bimſelf, as of a Lamb without Blemiſh 
and without Spot. Eternal Life is the Gift 
of God to us through Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord. 
It is the Gift of God. To Him we are in- 
debted for it. For in Him was that Life 
which was the Light of the IWerld. : Bat, that 
He might endear it to us, and that we might 


not 


N 
' 
: 
| 
| 
; 
[ 


Things tempted like us and yet yielded not i 
to Sin, whoſe Obedience to the Will of God, i 
even to extreme Suffering of Pain, Infamy 
and Death itſelf, might be ever before us. 
| This Man did God ordain to be his ord to 
Men and to give Life to the World ; One 
Whoſe perfect Obedience might ſhew us what 


the moſt acceptable Service that we can ren- 


* 
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not want a Senſe of its ineſtimable Worth, He 
has beſtowed it in a Way the moſt ſuitable 
to our Natures, and the beſt adapted to 
work upon the Ingenuity of the human Heart. 
For this Purpoſe, while the Gift comes free) 
to us and without any Purchaſe on our Parts, 
He has graciouſly, and in great Wiſdom, 
appointed, that we ſhould receive it at the 
Hands of a Mediator, at the Hands of one 
who partook of our Natures, at the Hands 
of the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who was in all 


only was meritorious with God, and what 1s 


der 


% 
— 
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der him; One, whoſe painful Sufferings for 
our Sake might for ever endear him to us, 
and be ſtampt on our Minds, as indelible 
Characters of his perfect good Will towards us; 
and One, whoſe Reſurrection to Life and 
Glory we might contem plate, both as the ſure 
Pledge of our Reſurrection, and as the happy 
Conſequence of his Love to the human Race, 

in laying down his Life for us, finiſhing and 
compleating the Work of Redemption by the 
Death of himſelf, that we through him might 


live, 


Bur, where (will any one now ask 7 is 
this Gift of eternal Life? Vo among the 
Sons of Adam is poſſeſſed of it? Are not all 
mortal? Do they not all die? Yes; It is ap- 
pointed to all his Sons once to die, But, we 


5 & - ow 
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are the Sons of God. We are of the ſecond 


Adam over whom Death had not Power, to 
hold him in the Grave. Through Him we 
are paſſed from Death unto Life, Do you 
ask «here this Gift of God is? The Goſpel 
of Chriſt, even this, is our Life. The Words 


which he fpeaks unto us, they are Spirit and 
they are Life. Tlis is our Pledge of Im- 


mortality. This is the grand Charter, if I 
may ſo expreſs myſelf, of our ſpiritual Li- 
berty, containing our Privileges as the Sons 
of God, If we abide firm by this, our Title 
to Life is clear and undoubted. But, if we 


neglect and diſuſe it, Satan, ever on the Watch 
to regain his Dominion over us, will infinu- 


ate himſelf into Power, make gradual En- 


croachments on our Liberty, and enſlave us 
again to Sin and Death. Let us be jealous 


of the leaſt Infringement of our immortal 


Privi- 
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Privileges. If we think no Care and Cau- 
tion too great in ſecuring our Property on 
Earth, we ſhould not, in all Reaſon, uſe leſs 
in ſupporting our Claim to an Inheritance in 
Heaven. Let us think how abſurd it is to 
boaſt ſo hot a Zeal for our civil Liberty, 
that, in Defence thereof, we are ready to 
refiſt even unto Blood, while we can tamely 


reſign up that Liberty of the Soul, wherewtth 


Chriſt has made us free, ſuffer ourſelves to be 


disfranchiſed of our Citizenſhip in Heaven, 
and ſerve, in the heavy and diſgraceful Chains 
of Sin and Vice, the Prince of Darkneſs. If 
we would aſſert true Liberty, let us follow 
Chriſt our Head. He will lead us on ſuc- 


ceſsfully againſt all the Powers of Darkneſs, 


and conduct us unhurt through the fiery 
Darts of the wicked One, to that bleſſed 
Country, where, in his Service, we ſhall be 


1 5 ſecure 
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ſecure from all Oppreſſion. For his Service is 
perfect Freedom, and we ſhall have our Fruit 
unto Life, the Gift of God "OY * 


Chriſt, our Lord. 
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x Con. XII. 4, 5. 6. 


Now there are Di verſties of Gifts but 
the ſame Spirit. OY 

And there are Differences of 4 Alm: 1178. 
tions, but the ſame Lord. 

And there are Diverſſties of Operations, but 
it is the ſame God which worketh all in all. 


LMIGHTY God, in Condeſcenſion 
to our Nature and utter Incapacity of 
lnowing any Thing but oy the Inlet of Senſe, 


bath 
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hath been pleaſed to manifeſt himſelf to u; 
by ſenſible Repreſentations. This Method of 
Revelation, though the only one by which 
ſuch Creatures, as we are, could poſlibly ar. 
rive at the Knowledge of their Maker, hath 


become the Occaſion of various Opinions, and 
(what is more to be regretted) of much Strife 


and ſharp Litigation concerning the Dzvin 
Eſſence. Thoſe, who were left to trace the 
Divinity in the natural Manifeſtation of him- 
ſelf, (if I may ſo call the Works of Creation 
and Providence) wanted not Evidence, and 
accordingly did acknowledge the Exiſtence 
of ſome ſuperior Intelligence and Agency to 
that of Man. But we are not ignorant of thei 
Effect, which the Variety of the Works of 
Nature, by which God manifeſted himſelf of 
the World, had upon the Fancy and Imagina- 
tion of the Generality of Mankind. They 
8 ſoon made unto themſelves Gods, of the Like- 


eſs 
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neſs of every Thing, both in Heaven and on 
the Earth, and in the Waters under the Earth, 


Tux World muſt have continued under 
this groſs Deluſion, and, in conſequence of it, 
| their corrupt Practices, but for the Proviſion 
of God, as well in the Fewi/h Oeconomy, as 
in that more univerſal one of the Goſpel-Diſ- 
penſation, in which the Almighty manifeſted 
himſelf by his Son in the F leſh, and the Holy 
Ghoſt viſibly ſhed on the Apoſtles. But, 
| though we are told, that God was reconciling 
the World unto himſelf by this Method, and 
are called, both by our Lord and his Apoſtles, 
to the Knowledge of the One only living and 
true God, our Creator, Redeemer and Sanc- 
tifier, yet the ſenſible Repreſentation of the 
Divinity in this bregfold View has induced 
ſome to think and hold as a neceſſary Article 
of Faith, © That two other Beings beſides 
pens „ « God 
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« God, of finite, though very exalted Natures, 
< were manifeſted to the World, and claim 
«a ſabordtivars Veneration from us,” 


Having already proved the Divinity of 
our Saviour, or, that He that redeemed us in 
the Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt was true and Very 
God, not a mere Man, nor any created Being 
of ever ſo great Excellence and Pre-eminence 
above Mortals, it remains to be ſhewn, that 
the Holy Ghoſt is not a diſtin& and ſeparate 
Being from God, of an inferior Nature both 
to the Father and the Son, but of One and 
the ſame eternal Eſſence, truly and 1 


Divine. 


THz Words of my Text appear to me fo 
expreſs a Teſtimony hereof, that I could 
almoſt think it unneceſſary, to do more for 
your Conviction than repeat them to you. 

There are Diverfities of Gife but the ſame 
Spirit; 
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Spirit; and there are Differences of Adminiſe 
trations, but the fame Lord; and there are 
Diverſities of Operations, but it is the ſame 
God which worketh all in all. It is the ſame 
God which worketh all in all! Theſe Gifts 
therefore, which the Apoſtles and firſt Chriſ- 
tians received, were not the Gifts of any other 
Being than the moſt High God. The Gifts 
themſelves are repreſented by the Apoſtle as 
various, of different degrees of Efficacy, and 
ſerving to ſeveral ſeparate Ends relative to the 
Propagation of the Goſpel; but the Being 
from whom they proceed, he aſſerts, at the 
eleventh Verſe of this Chapter, to be One and 
the ſame undivided Eſſence. To one, ſays he, 
is given by the Spirit the Mord of Wiſdom ; to 
another, the Ward of Knowledge by the ſame 
Spirit ; to another, Faith by the ſame Spirit, 
lo another, the Gi frs of Healing by the ſame Spirit, 
to another, the working of Miracles; to another, 
Prophecy; to another, difcerning of Spirits; to 
15 1 : another 
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another, divers Kinds of Tongues; to andther, 
the Interpretati on of Tongues; But all theſe 
worketh that One and the ſelf ſame Spirit, divi- 
ding to every Man ſeverally as he will, 


| In my Text the fame Operations, which 
are here attributed to the Spirit, are repre- 
ſented as the Operations of God. There 
ere Diverſities of Operations, but it is the 
ſame God which avorketh all in all. At the 
twenty eighth Verſe alſo of this Chapter, the 
Perſon from whom all theſe Gifts come, 
which are here ſaid to be the Gifts of the 
Spirit, is ſtiled God; and without Doubt or 


Controverſy from any Sect, the Title is un- 
derſtood of the Moft High, true and very God, 
God hath ſet ſome in the Church, firſt, Apofiles, 
52 condarily Prophets, thirdly, Teachers, after 
that, Miracles; then Gifts of Healing, Helps, 

Governments, Diverſities of Tongues. So that 
3 RE 
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theſe Gifts and Appointments, though in other 
Places repreſented as proceeding by Virtue of 
the Miniſtration peculiar to the Holy Ghoſt, 
are the Effects of One and the ſame Almighty 
Being or Eflence, 


In the firſt Chapter of St. Luke, at the 
ſhicty fifth Verſe, it is ſaid, Therefore alſo that 
Nah Thing, which ſhall be born of thee, ſhall 
be called the Son of God. The Ground of this 
Title 1s given us in theſe Words, The Holy 
Ghoſt Hall come upon thee, and the Power 
f the Higheſt /ball overſhadow thee ; There- 
we, &c. The Holy Ghoſt, and the Power of 
be Higheſt, are equivalent Expreſſions; and, 
Inleſs they were intended to repreſent the 
Power and Agency of the Almighty himſelf, 
hey could not be made the Ground of our 
aviour's Title, that he was the Son of God, 
f the Holy Ghoft be a diſtinct Being from, and 
inferior 


inferior to God, with what Propriety cord] 


come upon her? For, on this Suppoſition, the 


| In the twelfth Chapter of St. Marler, 


gainſt him of caſting out Devils by Beelzebu 


faith, by the Spirit of God, he doth not mean, 
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the Angel of the Lord announce to the Vir- 
gin Mary concerning that Holy Thing thug 
to be produced, that he ſhould be called the 
Son of God, becauſe the Holy Ghost ſhould 


very Reaſon given for Jeſus Chriſt being 
called the Son of God is inconſiſtent with hi 
Title, he being the Son of anotber and inferia 
Being. 88 1 


at the twenty eighth Verſe, our Lord, re- 
futing the malicious Accuſation brought a- 


the Prince of Devils, ſaith, But if I caſt out 
Devils by the Spirit of God, then the Kingdom 


of God 7s come unto you. | Now, when he 


that he caſt them out by the Power of ſome 
; | Spirit 
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Spirit which had a diſtin and ſeparate Ex- 
| iſtence from God, and a Nature inferior to 
his. It is evident, he means to ſatisfy the 
Jews, that he had the Power of the Moſt 
High. And they themſelves were very: well 
fatisfied, that Gad and no inferior Spirit was 
with him, as appears by our Saviour's Inti- 
mation to them afterwards of the heinous 
Sin. of Blaſphemy of which they ſtood: con- 
victed, For their Guilt of. Blaſphemy lay in 
this, vis. In attributing that Power, which 
they were convinced in their own Minds and 
Conſciences to be the Power of God alone, to 
a wicked Agent. In ſpeaking againſt the 
Spirit, therefore, or Holy Ghoſt, this powerful 
Agent in the Redemption of the World, they 
ſpake againſt God, and blaſphemed not a 
* but the Creator himſelf, 


* 


AND, 
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AND, that our Lord, when he aſſerts his 
caſting out Devils by the Spirit of God, 
ſpeaks not of any inferior Agency to that of 
the Almighty Ruler of the World, is further 
evident from the different Manner in which 
this divine Power is expreſſed in St. Luke on 
the ſame Occaſion. But if I, with the Finger 
of God, caſt out Devils, xi. 20. No other Be- 
ing is intended by, the Spirit of God, than what 
is meant here, viz. God himſelf, who, ope- 
rating in the Son of Man, made the Devils 
themſelves ſubject to him. They were caſt 
out by the Power of the Mof High, and 
not by any inferior and limited Being. 


Ir is not leſs. plain, that the Blaſphemy 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt, charged by our Savi- 
our upon the Jews, was Blaſphemy againſt 
the Divine Being, from that remarkable In- 


ſtance 
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ſtance of a Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, in the 
fifth Chapter of Acts at- the third Verſe. But 
Peter ſaid, Ananias, why hath Satan filled thine 
Heart to lie to the Holy Ghoſt ? A little be- 
low, the Apoſtle calls this ſame Perſon, God. 
Thou Haft not lied unto Men but unto God. 
The Holy Ghoſt, therefore, is here repreſented as 
being the fame with Ged, and, though diſ- 
tinctly characterized, in his Miniftration, from 
the Father and the Son, yet, thronghout 
Scripture, is repreſented, in Na'ure or Eſſence, 
as undivided, being of one Subfance, Power 
and Glory. 


en when ſuffering under the Rage 
of Fewiſ/h Perſecution for the Sake of the 
new Faith, compares the Conduct of his 
Perſecutors with that of their Fathers in the 
following Terms. Ye hif necked aud uncir- 
cumciſed i in Heart and Ears, ye do always re/}t 
the Holy Ghoſt ; as your Fathers aid, ſo do ye. 
It was One and the f ſame Being that they and 


„ Co on © 
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AND, that our Lord, when he aſſerts his 
caſting out Devils by the Spirit of God, 
ſpeaks not of any inferior Agency to that of 
the Almighty Ruler of the World, is further 
evident from the different Manner in which 
this divine Power is expreſſed in St. Luke on 
the ſame Occaſion. But if I, with the Finge 
of God, caſt out Devils, xi. 20. No other Be- 
ing is intended by, the Spirit of God, than what 
is meant here, v/z. God himſelf, who, ope- 
rating in the Son of Man, made the Devils 
themſelves ſubject to him. They were caſt 
out by the Power of the N High, and 
not by any zn/erior and limited Being. 


IT is not leſs pllin, that the Blaſphemy 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt, charged by our Savi- 
our upon the Jews, was Blaſphemy againſt 
the Divine Being, from that remarkable In- 


ſtance 
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ſtance of a Sin againſt the Holy Glol?, in the 
fifth Chapter of Ads atthe third Verſe. But 
Peter ſaid, Anantas, why bath Satan filled thine 
Heart to lie to the Holy Ghoſt ? A little be- 
low, the Apoſtle calls this ſame Perſon, God. 
Thou baſ/t net. lied unto Men but unto God, 
The Holy Gh, therefore, is here repreſented as 
being the fame with God, and, though diſ- 
tinctly characterized, in his Miniſtration, from 
the Father and the Son, yet, throv ghout 
Scripture, is repreſented, in Na ure or Eſſence, 
as unatvided, being of one Subftance, Power 
ard Glory. 22 

STEPHEN, when ſuffering under the Rage 
of Jewiſh Perſecution for the Sake of the 
new Faith, compares the Conduct of his 
Perſecutors with that of their Fathers in the 
following Terms. T7 ff nected and uncir- 
cumciſed in Heart and Bars, ye do ale ys re, 70/1 
the Holy Ghoſt ; as vour Fathers did, fo 0 ye. 
It was One and the ſame Being that they and 


* their 
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their Fathers reſiſted, even the God of Abra- 
ham, Iſaac and Jacob. | 


i ST. Paul, in the twentieth Chapter of A#s, 
|| at the twenty eighth Verſe, thus exhorteth 
l| his Fellow-Labourers in the Work of the 
Miniſtry ; Take heed therefore unto your ſelves 
and to all the Fleck, over the which the 
Holy Ghoſt hath made you Overſeers, to feed 
the Church of God. The Holy Ghoff is here 
ſaid to have made them Overſeers of the 
[| Church; viz. The ſame Being, who is ſtiled 
| God, at the twenty eighth Verſe of the Chap- 
l ter in which is our Text, to whom the ſame 
Thing is aſcribed ; viz. God hath Jer ſome 
in the Church, firſt, Apoſtles, ſecondarily, Pro- 
phets, thirdly, Teachers. 


So alſo the ſame Being is repreſented ay 

having ſpoken in the Prophets, in the New 
Toſtament, by the Name and Title of the 
Holy Ghoſ? ; but, in the Old, by the Lord or 
5 God. 
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God. Thus, in the twenty eighth Chapter 
of AFs at the twenty fifth Verſe, Mell [pate 
the: Holy Ghoſt by Eſaias the Prophet unto 
our Fathers, ſaying, Go unto this People and 
ſay, Hearing ye ſhall hear, and shall not under- 
and. But, in the OldTeſtament, from whence 
this Paſſage is quoted, the Commandment 
which the Prophet received is repreſented. 
as coming from God. I heard the Voice of 
the Lord ſaying, &c. Iſa. vi.8. 


Bur the perfect Divinity of the Hoy Ghoſt 
in Eſſence and Attributes, is very particularly 
teſtified by the Apoſtle, in the firſt Epiſtle-to 
the Corinthians, the ſecond Chapter. The 
Demonſtration of the Spirit and of Power he 
calls, the Power of Ged, oppoſing it to the 
Wiſdom and Power of Men. My Speech und 
my Preaching was not with enticing Werds of 
Man's Wiſdcm, but in Demonſtration e, the 

5 X 2 Spirit 
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Spirit, and of Power ; that your Faith ſhould 
not ſtand in the M/ ſdlom of Men, but in the 


Power o/, God. And, at the tenth Verſe, he 


attributes to the eit the Knowiedge of 
thoſe Things which had been hid not only 


from Mcur:a's but the Angels themſelves ; 


even, that hidden AM;/tery, which ſuperior 


Spirits defired to look into, but were not 


able to comprehend by their fre Intelligence, 


The Counſels of the Divinity are too deep for 


aught Vite and of a /:/mited Nature to fathom. 


Infinity alone is commenſurate (if I may fo 


ſyeak) therewith. But the Spirit, the Apoſtle 
aſſerte, is ſulicient for this. Cod bath revealed 
them unto us by Dis Spirit, for the Spirit ſearch- 
th al! Things, yea, the deep Things of God- 


Thi: here preſents to be as cliential to the Na- 


ture of the Di uinith, as intimate and perfectly 

acquainted with the Will of God and of 

Chriſt, as the Epicir of a Man is eſſential to 
the 
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the human Nature and conſcious of every 
Tranſaction and Purpoſe of the Mind. Fur 
what Man knoweth the Things of a Man, fave 
the Spirit of Man which is in him? Even ſo the 
Things of God knoweth no Man, but the Spirit 
of God. 


AL THouq the Holy Ghoft or Spirit, there- 
fore, be frequently characterized as a Perſon 
diſtinct from the Perſon of the Father and the 
Son, yet, we fee, He is not to be conſidered 
as exiſting a ſefarate Being from God, of a 
Nature inferior or different, but the << fame 
in Subſtance; the Glory equal; the Majeſty 


ce co- eternal.“ 


INsTEAD of adducing more Paſſages in 
ſupport of this great Doctrine of the Unity 
of the Godhead and divine Agency of the 
Syirit, (which, I would hope, muſt now ap- 


pear 
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pear unneceſſary,) I ſhall proceed to conſider : 
briefly the Ground of the Arian Doctrine 
on this Head. 


Tnos who hold the Spirit or Holy Ghoſt, 
to have a ſeparate Exiſtence from, and to be 
inferior to the Father Almighty, ſeem to me 
to be led into this Error by not diſtinguiſhing 
between the Manifeſtation of the Spirit and 
the Spirit 7zt/e/f, or, between the Effect and 
the Efficient Cauſe. In arguing for the Finite- 
neſs and limited Nature of the Holy Gbol, 
they ſeem to confine their Ideas to thoſe Ab- 

pearances of it, which were given for the In- 
formation of the Senſes; ſome fenſible Repre- 
ſentations being neceſſary (as I have already 
obſerved) to convey to us the Knowledge of 
Things piritua] and inviſible. But we are 
not to judge of its Nature and Efierce by 
Senſe, ſo as to meaſure what is /þiri7ual and 


no 
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no Way an object of our Senſes by that which 


may be comprehended thereby. For thus 


we ſhould limit and circumſcribe the Deity, 
as the Heathens did, by our finite Ideas of 
his Works. 


Tat Holy Ghoſt was viſibly ſhed on the 


Apoſtles. The Repreſentation was ſen/ible. 


That, which was an Object of Senſe, diſtin- 
guiſhable to mortal Sight by Shape and Colour 
and to the Ear by Sound, as of a ruſhing 
Wind, was, no doubt, finite and circum- 
ſcribed. But the Being or Principle, from 
whence this Manifeſtation proceeded, is z7fmz7e, 
and uncircumſcribed, pervading Immenſity 


itſelf, preſent to all Things both viſible and 


inviſible, ſearching even the deep Things of 
Cod. 


WHEN - 
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Wurx we argue for the Divinity of the 


Holy Ghoft, we would be underſtood to aſſen 


it, not of any Degree of Power, or Wiſdom, 


or Knowledge, conveyed to the Apoſtles and 
firſt Converts, but of the inviſible Principl 
from whence theſe extraordinary Gifts were 
derived. And, that this Principle is, in Eſſen 
truly and perfectly divine, even One with God 
the Father of all, is plain from hence, that 
the Father gave the Holy Gheft, that is, the 
mighty Power which fell on the Apoſtles and 
all that believed, at the Interceſſion of the 
Son. Twill pray the Father, and He ſhall give 
you another Comforter that may abide with yu 
for ever ; even the Spirit of Truth. John xiv. 16, 
And again, at the twenty fixth Verſe of the 
ſame Chapter, But when the Comforter i 
come, whom I will ſend to you, from the Father, 
even the Spirit of Truth, which proceedeth from 
the Father, He ſhall teſtify of me. So that the 
- Spirit 
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Spirit itſelf, under whatever Character it is 
repreſented, whether as a Witneſs to the Son, 
as a Guide to Truth, or a Comforter in the 
Day of Trial and Temptation, is of the Fſſence | 


of God, the Father Almighty. For though, bi 
as the Apoſtle expreſſeth it, the Manifeſt.tion | 

5 8 ; | l 
of the Spirit is given to profit withall, ueber '1 
it be Wiſdom, Knowledge, Faith, Projp'ecy, | 


Miracles, the Gifts of Healing or divers Kinds 
of Tongues, it is the ſame God which worketh 
all in all. 


WHEREFoRE, with the Apoſtle, and on 
the Authority of ſacred Scripture: in the uni- 
verſal Tenor thereof, let us aſcribe all that 
which hath been done for us, reſpecting the 
grand Work of Redemption, to the One God, 
manifeſting himſelf to the World by his Son, 
in the Fleſh, as well as by Demonſtration of 
the Spirit and Power, This is that Ca:holick 
,, _ 
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Faith, which was firſt delivered to the Saints 
by the holy Apoſtles, and which, it hath 
been the conſtant Endeavour of our Church, 
to maintain and preſerve pure and uncor- 
rupted, amidft the Variety of Opinions and 
novel Doctrines, which, claſhing no leſs one 
with another than with the primitive Faith, 
have been attended with ſuch unhappy Con- 
ſequences to Religion, and ſo much Diſturb- 
ance of the Peace and Quiet of the Church, 

But, however great has been the Oppoſition 
which true and genuine Chriſtianity has met 
with, as well from the Quarters of Deiſm, as 
from the impertinent Zeal of Fanaticiſm, the 
Foundations of it have been preſerved fafe 
and entire by that Almighty Spirit, which has 
never deſerted the Church of Chriſt under all 
her Trials and Temptations, beaming upon 
Her, through the Miſts of Error and Cor- 
ruption, thoſe Rays of Truth and divine 


- 


Comf ort 
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Comfort, which have kept Her in the right 
Way, and cauſeth Her to rejoice, though yet 
militant againſt the Errors and Vices of Man- 
kind, Let us purſue the ſame heavenly Light, 
which ſhines upon this reformed Church 
with great Splendour, not toſſed to and fro 
wth every Wind of Doctrine, but ſearching 
the Scriptures, the infallible Dictate of the 
Spirit of God, who alone is able to preſerve 
us from Error to perfect his Saints, and to 
bring us in the Unity of the Faith and of the 
Knowledge of his Son, unto a perfect Man, 
unto the Meaſure of the Stature of the Fulneſs of 
Chrift, 1 


Now to the One God, our Creator, Redeemer 


nd Sanctifier, be Nen everlaſting * | 
Amen, 
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Fer there is One God, and one Mediator between 
cod and Men ; the Man Chriſt Tejus. 


1 need not wonder, chat Mankind, 
left to trace the Divinity i in his Works 
of Creation and Providence, by their natural 


Powers alone, were involved i in much Error 


and 
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ind Confuſion. Indeed, all Nations ſeem to 
have embraced this. general Truth, That there 


. — — 2 


is an inviſible Power governing the World 
and diſpoſing Events according to Laws un- 
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controulable by Mortals. God has, in no Ape, 
left his reaſonable Creatures without Witneſ⸗ 
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of his Exiſtence. . Notwithſtanding, if we 
g reflect on the Weakneſs of human Nature, 
| and on the great Diverſity of Men's Circum- 
ſtances and Conditions in Life, which are ſo 
| | many different Mediums through which Ob- 
| jets are viewed, it cannot appear ftrange 
| 5 | that their Notions of the Divinity were very 
| imperfect and very different. Every Country, 
| eeirery City, almoſt every Family, had its pe- 
| cCuliar Deities. 

| Tur Almighty Ruler of the World, who 
| 


beſt knows how and when to ſuit his Dif 
penſations to the Circumſtances and Necefli- 


tics 
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ties of his Creatures, was pleaſed to make 
himſelf known by a ſupernatural Diſplay of 
Power to the Jews firſt. Them he ſeparated 
from the Families of the Earth, and united 
in the Worſhip of One God. Afterwards, in 
the Fulneſs of Time, he manifeſted himſelf to 
the Gentile World in the Heſb, that is, by the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus. For in Him were all Na- 
tions to be bleſſed with the Knowledge of the 
true God. The middle Wall of Partition, no 
longer neceſſary to confine to one Spot the 
true Faith, now too firmly rooted to be ſhaken 
by the Powers of Idolatry, was to be broken 
down, that God might become the Confi- | 
dence of the Ends of the Earth. E 


THe uniting all Mankind in One Faith, and 
cementing, as it were, into one Body, of 
which Chriſt is the Head, all the Parts of the 
human Race, prepared and Hlily framed by 
the Goſpel for thi bleſſed Union, is a Subject 
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of Contemplation, which fills the Mind with 


the grandeſt Idea of divine Grace and Muni- 


ficence. And, at the ſame Time that the 
Means of our Redemption are truly aſtoniſh- 


ing, and appear too magnificent a Diſplay to 


bear any Proportion to ſuch worthleſs Objects 


of it, as we are, yet, when we conſider the 
Plan in this extenſiveView, as comprehending 


a whole Syſtem of reaſonable Beings to be 


united at laſt, by one common Faith, into 
one common Cauſe of Truth and Virtue, the 


Means muſt appear not more extraordinary 


than neceſſary to ſo great an End. 


Bur, if this was the Deſign of Providence 


in the two grand Diſpenſations of the Law 


and the Goſpel, how are we to account for 


it, that there ſhould ſtill be ſuch a Difference 


of Opinion in Matters of F aith : We profeſs 
the fame Religion, and = we are ever at 


Vari- 
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Variance about it. We break and divide 
into ſo many Sects and Parties, and maintain 


them with ſo hot a Zeal, that it could not be 


known from our Conduct, that we belong to 


One Maſter, or, that he hath delivered but 
One Syſtem of Faith to his Diſciples. 'The 
T ruth is, Chriſtians are but Men ; and the 
Infirmities of human Nature will betray them- 


ſelves under the moſt perfect Diſpenſation. 
The Effects of Religion on the Underſtanding, | 
as well as on the Heart, operating in the 


ordinary Way, muſt be gradual. This is the 
Method of divine Providence in the natural 
as well as in the moral World. For, as the 
outward Frame and Conſtitution of Things 


was produced by a ſupernatural Exertion of 


Power, ſtanding forth inſtantaneouſly on the 


Command of the Creator, ſo was the ſpiritual 


Conſtitution (if I may ſo expreſs myſelf) of . 
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this World effected, indeed, by a miraculous 
Exertion of Power. But, both Conſtitutions 
being once ſettled, the Ends of both are 
carried on according to the natural or ordinary 
Methods of Providence. God has created all 
Things anew in Chrift Jeſus. But this new 
and ſpiritual Creation is ſtill under the Pro- 
vidence of God, governed by his good Spirit, 
which is ever exerciſed, ' not only to the 
Maintenance but to the Furtherance of the 
Faith. And we cannot well doubt, that the 
ſame Power, which hath already broken up 
the ſtrong Holds of Pagan Idolatry, is ſuffi- 
cient to effect the Completion of the great 
Deſign of the Goſpel Revelation, which is, 
to bring all Men to the Acknowledgment of 
the true Faith, That there is but One God, 
and One Mediator Between: God and Men, 
the Man 1 Chrif Jeſus: 


1 
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Ir is the laſt of theſe Poſitions which 1 
propoſe to illuſtrate, the former having been 


already conſidered in the preceding Lectures. 


Our Mediator, it is aſſerted in the Text, was 
Man, ard pomos XpiFos Inres, the Man Chriſt Je- 
ſus. The Perfect Humanity of Chriſt is as 
eſſential and fundamental an Article of our 
Faith, as that it was God himſelf, the perfed#? 
Divinity, who wrought and was manifeſt in 
Him, If we admit the Suppoſition, that he 
was not really and truly Man, but a Being of 
a ſuperior, though limited Nature, reſiding 


only in a human Body *, we can have no 


Con- 


The Arians for the moſt Part ſcruple not to deny that 
Jeſus Chriſt had an human Nature, or was really and 


truly Man. But the more acute of them are too ſenſible 
of the Difficulties with which ſuch a Notion is attended, 
to avow it in expreſs Terms, Dr. Nicol Scot, in his Ser- 
mon on the Scripture Doctrine of the Incarnation, is at 


great Pains to reconcile the direct Aſſertions which occur 
| hs . 
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conſiſtent Idea of the Account given us, ei- 
ther of the Incarnation, or of the Mediatorial 
Office of the Son of God. 

I. Finer, 


in  Sexiwhare, of the 8 of Jeſus Chiiſt, with the 
Arian Hypotheſis of his being a Divinity dependent on 
God the Father. This, hewever, is not to be done with- 
out ſuch a Fetch from the Seund of Words, as is unwor- 
thy of, and very unuſual with this fair Writer, and man. 
ly Defender of our common Chriſtianity. 4 Should we 
4 conſider, ſays he, the true Standard, or Definition of 
„ the Human Species, we ſhall find a Man to be one 
« ſingle Spirit or intelligent Agent, animating a Body of 
t the ſame Form and Make with our's ; and conſequent» 
« ly, were it the Will of God, that any Spirit, or intel. 
6 ligent Agent whatever, ſhould animate a Body of the 
« fame Form and Make with our's, he would become 
4 a Man.” But is this the true Standard and Definition 
of the Human Species ? Is the outward Frame and Make 
of Man that which principally characterizeth and diftin- 
guiſheth our Species in the Scale of animated Beings ? Is 
it by this g one we differ from the Brutes? If any Spirit 
whatever, animating a Body of the ſame Form and Make 
with our's, becomes a Man, then the Spirit of a Beaſt ſq 
circumſtanced would become a Man. This Author how- 
ever 
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* Na for the Incarnation. 


Hz was born of a Woman, being conceiv- 


ed of the Holy. Ghoſt in other Words, the 


Power ad the mt High overſhadowing the 
Virgin. 


ever in ſaying, or intelligent Agent, might mean only, that 
auy ſuperior Spirits whatever, animating human Bodies, 
would become Men. Be this the Meaning, it may ſtill 
be aſked, Whether there he not eſſential Differences a- 
mong thoſe intelligent Agents, in their Natures, conſti. 
tuting as diſtinct Species, as the Human Species is di- 
fink from the Brute? If there are, (and that there are 
not, who will venture to aſſert?) then let us ſuppoſe two 
of theſe Spirits or intelligent Agents, very different in 
Nature, but, at the Will of God, animating each a Body 
of the ſame Form and Make, would this Sameneſs of ex- 
ternal Form level their Natures? Would they not ſtill be, 
o' in outward Appearance alike, Beings of a different 


Species? In ſhort, however difficult it may be to define 


the Human Species, yet it is very obvious, that the Ne- 
ture or Kind of the Spirit, which animates, gught to be 
conſidered as well as the Form or Make of that, which is 
animated. And if Jeſus Chriſt, after his Incarnation, had 
not a human Spirit as well as a human Body, but one 
of a much ſuperior Nature, he could not, according to 
the Idea we have of Humanity, be really and truly 
a Max. 
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at all conſiſtent with | the Suppoſition, that, 


conceived of the Holy Ghoſt and born of a 


find the Babe wrapped in fwaddling Cloaths, h- 
ing in @ Manger? And again, When eight 
Days were accompli ;ſhed for the circumciſing of. 


Whom alſo his Parents, it is ſaid, 25 ought 10 
Feruſjalem, to preſent him to the Lord, as it is 

| coritten, « Every Male that openeth the 
Womb ſhall be called holy to the Lord?” 


Virgin. Now, I would aſk, is this Account 
of the Conception, and Birth of Jeſus Chriſt 


before this, He exiſted a diſtin and ſeparate 
Being from, and inferior to God alone? Was 
it an Angel of a very exalted Dignity, even 
next to that of God himſelf, that was thus 


Woman? Was it not a real Child, but ſome 
angelic Being, of whom it is ſaid, Te ſhall 


the Child, his Name was called, Feſus ? 


For whom they offered a $ acrifice according 
to that hib: is ſaid in the Law, * A Pair of 
6 Turtle 


Of the Human Nature of Chri 6. I 77 
« Turtle Doves or two young Pidgeons oo 


In ſhort, for whom they performed all things, 


according to the Law of the Lord, reſpecting 
the firſt born of 9 Chilaren? Luke i It. 12. 


& ſeg. is ye 
1 1 käither ſaid, in the eus tied 


Chapter, that the Child grew and waxed . 
firong in Spirit, filled with Wiſdom ; and the 


Grace of God was upon bim; That, at twelve 


Years of Age, he went up with bis Parents 
to Jeruſalem, after the Cuſtom of the Feaſt ; and 
the Child (fo he is again called) rarried behind, 
and after three Days was found in the Temple, 


fitting in the miqdſi of the Doctors, beth hearing 


and ailing Queſtions ; That from thence he 
went down with bis Parents to Nazareth and 
was ſabjecꝭ unto them, encreafing in Wiſdom, 
and Stature, and in Favour with God and 
Man. Doth not the Evangeliſt, in this 
Deſcription, mark to us the natural Growth 
Av: and 
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178 Of the Human Nature of Chrift. 
and Progreſs of Humanity? The gradual, 
though, in this Inſtance, great Expanſion of the 


Faculties of Mind and Body ? *<of the reaſon- 
e able Soul and human Fleſh ſubſiſting ? 


When it is ſaid, The Child grew, can it be 
imagined, that the Evangeliſt would conyey 
to us any other Idea than what we generally 


affix. to thoſe Words? Or, that in ſaying, 
The Child waxed ſtrong in Spirit, he meant 
not an human Spirit, but would have us un- 


derſtand him of the gradual Expanſion of 
the Faculties of an angelick Soul, yea, and 


that the firſt of all created Beings, only en- 
cloſed for a while within the narrow Limits 
of an infantine Body? The Inconſiſtency of 


ſuch a Suppoſition with the Evangeliſts 
Account, i is ſurely too glaring to need more 


Words to expoſe i it, 


Of the Human Nature of Chrifl, 17g 


IL Nor doth it better conſiſt with the 
ow of Chriſt's nes Office. For, 


. How are we to underſtand his firſt 
* immediately after his Baptiſm ? 11 
would be forcing common Senſe itſelf, to 
ſuppoſe it not a real Man, but a Perſonage of 
a much more exalted Nature, that was afflict- 


ed with the Senſation of extreme Hunger, | 
that he might be induced to abuſe and miſ- 


apply the divine Power, of which he found 
himſelf poſſeſſed. As unnatural is it to ſuppoſe, 

that all the Gloty of this terreſtrial Globe was 
preſented as a Temptation to One, who was of 


a Nature ſo far ſarpaſſing pot ofily that of 


Men, but of Angels and all created Beings 
whatever. The Proſpect, how dazzling 
foever to human Senſe, could not poſfibly be 


4 Trial to fuch a Being. This Scene of 


Temptation was adapted to the Infirmities 
F of 
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of the zuman Nature alone. The Motives 
preſented were ſuch as were trying to a Man, 
in the higheſt Degree, being addreſſed to thoſe 
natural Appetites and Paſſions, which have 
ſo powerful a Sway in the Determination of 
the human Mind, but are not ſuppoſed to in- 
fluence ſuperior Spirits. 3 


2. Ir is in reſpect of his buman Nature, 
that our Saviour is ſet before us, as a Pattern 
for our Imitation. His whole Deportment 
through Life witneſſed a ſtrong Senſe of Duty 

to his Father; and an unremitted Exerciſe of 
| benevolent Affections towards the human 
Race. And as he lived, ſo are we exhorted | 
to live. For, in Piety and true Goodneſs, we 
are capable of imitating him; Nor are we called 7 
upon to do more than it is our Duty to do; 
more than human Nature is capable of; more 
than what we know he, as Man, did; when 


Of the Human Nature of Chrift, 18 1 
we are exhorted to live as he lived, doing 
Juſtice, eving Mercy, and walking humbly 
before God. But conceive him, with regard 


to his Behaviour under thoſe Circumſtances, - 
which to us are Trials of Integrity, to have. 


had a Nature different from, and far ſuperior: 
to Our's, and you can no longer conſider him, 


as exemplifying our Duty by his own Con- 


duct, or derive from it Encouragement to 


hope forSucceſs in the like Temptations aſſault- 


ing our weaker Nature. We may, on this 


Suppoſition, admire and adore his vaſtly ſupe- 


rior Excellence ; but we ſhall be ever diſcou- 
aged! in the purſuit of Virtue through Diffi- 
culties, that are looked upon to require 


more than buman Nature to ſtruggle under, 


vith any Hope of Succeſs. 


"op an Encouragement, therefore, to ns in 
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182 Of the Human Nature of Chrift. 
Scriptute as having the ſame Nature with us, 
ſubject to the like Temptations, with this 
Difference only, that he yielded fot to Sin, 

| Tt became him (ſays ths Author to the Il. 
[ Brews) for whom art all Things; und by wh 
= are all Things;in bringing many Sons with Glory, 
to make the Captain of their Salvation Perfect 
tbroigh Suffering, Heb. it, 10. And the Ne. 
| ceſſity of his appearing in our Nature, and 
not in the Nature of Angels, is thus illuſtra- 
ted by the ſame Writer; viz. Wherefore in all | 
things it beboved bim to be made like tanto bit | 
Brethren ; that be might be a merciful and 
faithful High-Prieft in things pertaining to Gud, 
to make NReconciliation for the Sins of the People, 
For in that he bimſelf bath Juffered, being 
tempted, he is able ta faccour them that are 
tempted, Heb. ii. 17. This is a direct Teſti- 
mony of the perfect Humanity of Chriſt Jeſus, 
conſidering him in his Medratorial Office. 
„ 5 There 


00 the Human Nature * Chrift, 
There is ſo far from being any 33 ef 
an Angelis Nature, united to the Hump, that 
the ſacred Writer oppoſeth this laſt to the 
former, inſiſting upon the perfect Saryeneſp 


of his Nature withQur's, to the total Exclufgn 


of any other, than that truly and perfectly 


Divine Nature, whereby be was Fance : 


perfect in his Mediation. 


3. Ir is in this reſpedt, vis. . the Humanity 
of Chriſt Jeſus, that we view him exalted 
at the right Hand of God, as the Reward of 


his perfect Obedience; a Reward, not prior 


(which it would be moſt Inconſiſtent to 1 
poſe) but ſubſequent to his Suffering 1 in our 
Nature. Por, if he was exalted to the Glory 


alone, which he had before, to that fame 
Dignity, which he is ſuppoſed to have ever 


held under the Supreme Being, the Scriptures 


would not t haye ſet it forth | to us as an In- 
FE ſtance 


; * 
1 5 


— — 


©, 


— ; 
— - - . — 1 . — — —— —— — — — — 
"_— 
— — — — — 
—— —. — —— — — = P —— — — = — . —— —eiwew— ei — — . 7 5 3; — = — 1 EY - = 
2 —— 2 2 —— — — Pare ey — — — — — —— es — = . 3 hoy. l D l — - 
- 2 — — — - — r py - E 2 * 88 
rr ar EE OR: 8 : a 7 3 2 — — — r ——— > X - — * — . * — 
- — — . 22 * — 5 FI * 1 4 5 f 3 2 2 — : i IO x Ga n IF : ——— 2 8 e 
— 2 P _—— — r "IP E PROPER = my * 2 _ —— os” 0 — n - = * _ 1 
— E 4; — — — — 2. — — — — 2 — - \ - = 
hr — — a — — — ES . — * 8 — Sam — * £ _ , , Y 
L — - _ 5 os > 4 = 
1 — L . - - — — 7 _ 
7 .- 5 —— — — —_—— = 
2 cs - - a> © 


— — 


23 


1 84 67 the Human Nature of Chrift. 


Natice of divine Juſtice, in rewarding that 
Virtue and Piety, which ſtood the Teſt of the 
ſevereſt Trials. His perfect Obedience, in 
chat Caſe, would have met with no Reward 
peculiar to itſelf ; Nor, would the Glory of his 
Aſſumption into Heaven, have encouraged 
his Diſciples to follow him through Tribula- 
tion and Diſtreſs, if they conſidered it not 
conferred on their Maſter as a Reward of his 
F idelity i in doing his Father 8 Will. F or his 
; Sufferings and Death, for the Sake of Truth 

he was crowned with Glory, which he bad 
before with his F ather, being reſerved for him 
from the Foundation of the World, but which 
he reaped not till the Time appointed of the 
Father. 


Jesvs Chrift, therefore, our Mediator, v Was 
perfect Man, of „ a reaſonable Soul and hu- 
* man Fleſh ſuhſiſting. This Doctrine is 


agreeable, 
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apreeable, we find, to the univerſal Tenour of 
facred Writ. It conſiſts with the Account 
given by the Evangeliſts of the Incarnation, 
with their Deſcription of Chriſt from his 
Birth to the Time of his public Miniſtration, 


with the Account of his whole Depertment 


from that Time, more particularly, under the 
Weight of Sy Hering; with the Account of his 


Death, Reſurrettion, the Manifeſtation of 


himſelf afterwards, to Thomas more particu- 


larly, and his Aſſumption into Heaven, the 
Reward of his Suffering in our Nature. The 
whole Doctrine of the Atonement as laid 
down by the Apoſtles, goes on the ſame ſup- 


poſition, vi ; That he was truly Man, whoſe 
Obedience as ſuch was perfect, and the infinite 


Merits of which gained him that high Pre- 


eminence, of being made aPrinceand a Savi- 
our o all chat confide i in him. 
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W may therefore ſafely appoſe the ah 
neral Tenour of Scripture on this Head to 
the few Texts brought by the Arians i in Sup- 
port of their Tenet, © That our Mediator 
ce had a Sort of middle Nature between the 
ce Divine and the Human Nature.” I have 
already remarked, * that this Notion 1s 


5 grounded chiefly on ſuch Texts, as relate to 


his being ſent from God, or coming down from 
Heaven into the World, and ſhewn that they 
have miſtaken thoſe Texts in ſuppoſing the 
Miſſion ſpoken of to refer to ſome Time 
Prior to his Entrance on his Public Miniſtry f. 
The other Texts, from whence they would 
deduce this Opinion, are but few, and on a 
fair and impartial View of them, as they ſtand 
connected with their Contexts and the general 


, 


- Tenour 


* Lerm, 1. pag. 66 Þ# 1 pag. 89. et Seq. 
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Tenour of Scripture, will appear foreign to 
the Doctrine they are brought to ſupport. 


Oxx of theſe is in the eighth Chapter of 
St, Paul's firſt Epiſtle, at the ſixth Verſe. But 
fo us there i is but One God the Father, of whom 
are all Things and we in bim; and One Lord 
FJeſus Chriſt, by whom are all T, hings, and we 
by him. This Paſſage is thought to relate to 
the firſt Formation of all Things, the Creation 
of the Heavens and the Earth, which the 
Arians attribute, indeed, to the Mall of God, 
but ſuppoſe, that Jeſus Chriſt was the Agent 
under him, beg himſelf firſt created. But, 


18 des a buppotiteg; is not at all con- 
ſiſtent with the Moſaich Account of the Crea- 
tion, from which we learn, that all Things 
were created by the immediate Power of God, 
without the Intervention of any ſuch a Being. 


B b 2 N 
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God ſpake, and all Things Rood forth. God 
ſaid, let there be Light, and there was Light. 
This is the Language of Scripture concerning 
the Creation; Nor are we ever given to un- 
| derſtand, that God firſt created a Being, of a 
very exalted Nature, and then by him the | 
Heavens and the Earth. | 


Y 2. Sven a Notion doth not comport with 
the Deſign of the Apoſtle in this Place. $0 
far from labouring to convince his Converts, 
that the Creation of the outward Frame of 

Things was effected by the Agency of any 
Being inferior to God, he endeavouts to diſ- 
ſuade them from holding any ſuch Doctrine, 
which might tally indeed with their former 
Profeſſion, but was inconſiſtent with their 
new Faith, Before they were created anew 
by Chriſt Jeſus, they had Gods many, and 
Lords many. But the Apoltle reminds them 


of 


— 
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of their new Faith, new Creation by Chriſt 
Jeſus, whereby they were brought to the 


Knowledge of God. Him alone therefore 
they ſhould now acknowledge; For 0 them 
there was now' but One God, of whom «ere all 
Things, that is, all this Change and Renova- 
tion of Things ; and One Lord or Maſter Yeſus 
Chriſt, by whom all Things were, and they by 
Hin. that is, by whoſe Mediation all this was 


brought about, vi. That they ſhould become 


the Sons of God. And, 


4% Tur 8 is aprecable to the Apoſtle' 8 Man- 
ner of expreſſing himſelf in other Places. 


Thus, in the firſt Chapter of this Epiſtle, at 
the thirtieth Verſe, he faith, But of Him are 
ye in Chriſt Jeſus, who of God is made unto us 


Wiſdom and. Righteouſneſs, and Sanctification 


ond Redemption. And, again, in the fifth 


Chapter of lie ſecond anne, at the ſeven- 
teenth 
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teenth Verſe, i any. Man be in Cle ift tie is a 
new. Creature. Old T ung, are paſſed away ; 1 
bo! all Things are become new. And all 
Things are of God awho hath reconciled ws to 
himſelf by Jeſus Cbriſt. Thus it is apparent, 
that the Creation of all T. bing's by Chriſt Jeſus 
relates to the ne Creation, the ſpiritual For. 
mation or Renovation of Things according to 
the Goſpel Conſtitution. And, alihough it is 

Gig, All Things are Y Ctriſt Jeſus, yet the 
Abpoſtle intends not to include the outward 
Frame and Conſtitution of Things, the na- 
tural Heavens and Earth, but thoſe Things 
only which relate to his preſent Subject, viz. 
the Mediation of Chriſt, which had introduced 
a new Syſtem of Religion. 


Tris Conſideration will ſerve to explain 
another Paſſage adduced by the Arian, and 
| 2 the Interpretation given of it. Who 


created 
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created. all: thi ngs by Feſus'Chrift. Eph. iii þ 9% 
That the natural Creation, oroutward Frame 
of Things, is not meant here; is extremely 
plain - from this, VIZ. That all theſe” Fhings 
which: are ſaid to be created; are repreſchted 
as not: exiſting; nor. produced, but lying hid 
n God ili the Coming of Chriſt, wllich was 
* after the Heavens and the Earth wero 
created: That ue ſhould preach attong;” th? 
Gentiles tbe: unſearchable Riches of Chrift : and 
to make all Men ſee, what is the Fellowſhip f 
the Myſtery, which from the Begi nning of the 
World ' hath been hid in God, who created All 
(for ſo nar]: may be rendered) by FefusChrift. 
The Subject, on which the Apoſtle is weit- 
ing, is plainly the Goſpe-Conftitution,” called 
here, a Myfery, on account of its being bid in 
Ged before the Coming of Chriſt, by whom 
it was revealed. By all T bings, therefore; is 
here meant all thoſe Things, which came to 

paſs 


d 2 PP 


192 of the Human. Nature „ Chriſt, 


paſs through the Mediation of Chriſt, thoſe 
unſearchable Riches of Chriſt, of which the 


to the eternal Purpoſe, (as it follows in the 


purpoſed in Chriſt Jeſus was our Salvation, 
or a new Creation of all things under the 
Goſpel-Diſpenſation, an and not the old Creation 


the Me: iation of Chriſt, viz. in Alluſion to 
the Creation, which has occaſioned the like 


ſage out of the ſame Writer. Who is the 
nage of the inviſible Ged, the firſt born of 


— a — -. -mv iNN Oo er ern eo 


Gentiles were now made Partakers, according 


Verſe but one below) which be purpoſed i in 
Chriſt Feſus our Lord. What the Almighty | 


or Formation of the outward and viſible 
World. | 


Iris this Manner of ſpeakin g concerning 
Error of Interpretation in the following Pal- | 


every Creature ; for by him were all Thi ngs cre. 
ated that are in Heaven, and that are in the 


25 arth, 
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Eirth, Viſible and inviſible; whether they be 


Thrones, or Dominions, or Princi halities, or 
Powers ; all Things were treated b y him and for 


him; and he is before all things; and by him : 
all things: confift Col. i. 15. This Repre- 
ſentation of the Pre- eminence of Jeſus Chriſt 


is ſuppoſed to refer to that Dignity, which 


he is thought to have had under God, in a 
prior State of Exiſtence, and his being em- 


ployed by the Almighty in creating the World. 
But, that the Creation here ſpoken of is not 
that of the outward Frame of the World, ef- 


fected by Chriſt as the firſt of Creatures, but 


the new Creation according to the Goſpel- 


Conſtitution ; and that it was effected by bim 


as Man, will * 


1. From the CorineRtion: whicli-vhis- Pal 


0” ** with What 8 and fol- 
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i I 
| | 84M ROM the Reaſon aſſigned by the A- 
| poſtle far his being the Firſt- born from 
"nm Dead. And | 


| | 3. From the Expreſſion made uſe of 
Ul by the Apoſtle at the ſeventeenth Verſe, 
viz·. That 9 bim all * — 


For the Firſt. 


Tun Apoſtle, in the Verſe immediately 
preceding this Paſſage, ſpeaks of Chriſt in re- 
ference to his Mediatorial Office. In whom, 
ſays he, we have Redemption threagh his Blood, 
even the Forgiveneſs of Sins. And, in 
the Verſe immediately following this Pal- 
ſage, he ſpeaks of him as placed at the Head 
of the Church. ho is the Beginning, the Ferſl- 
born from the Dead. ' Now, is it reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe, chat the Apoſtle has written ſo inco- 
5 herently 
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herently, that, while he was treating of our 


Saviour's Merits in redeeming us by his Bloods 
and, in conſequence thereof, his Exaltation 
to Glory, he ſhould inſert a Doctrine no way 
connected with the one or the other, either 
with his Death, mentioned in the Verſe pre- 
ceding, or With his Reſurrection, mentioned 
in the Verſe following this Paſſage ? Is it at 
all likely, that he ſhould ſtart, as it were, fo 
ſuddenly from his Subject, dg. our Redemp- 
tion by the Blood of Chriſt, to inform us, 


that he was the firſt Creature in the World, 


who created all other Things, and then reſume 

his Subject, and tell us, that God had ex- 
alted this Sufferer, raiſing him from the Dead, 
and conſtituting him the Head of the 
Church? But, 


— 


2. Ty1s would not only be an egregious 
Incoherence in Writing, but a manifeſt In- 
| . conſiſtency. 
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conſiſtency, For, if we ſo underſtand theſe 
Words, All things were created by him and far 
bim; and be is before all things, as referring 
to his Pre-eminence, in a prior State of Ex- 
iſtence, above all Creatures, being himſelf 
the Firſt, how are we to underſtand the A- 
poſtle, when he faith, i in the very next Verſe, 
that Chriſt was the | Firſt-born from the Dead, 
that be might haue the Pre-eminence in all 
things ? Could this give him greater Pre- emi- 
5 nence than he is ſuppoſed to have bad be- 
fore? Was it not ſaid, that all things were 
created by him and for bim, and he is be- 
fore all things? How then was he raiſed from 
the Dead, that he might have the Pre-emi- 


nence © ? 


Tux Truth is, the Creation : here ſpoken 
of is the fame with that we have before 
ronkdered, vis. that new and ſpiritual Crea- 
tion 
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fion or Renovation of all Things, which was 
brought about by our Mediator, the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, He undertook to reconcile us 
unto God, and, to this End, ſuffered in our 
Nature, extreme Pain, Ignominy, and, at 
laſt, Death itſelf; in Recompence for which 
unreſerved Obedience to the Win of his Fa- 
ther, God raiſed him from the Dead, and 
placed him at the Head of the Church, giv- 
ing him the Pre-eminence in all things. Thus 
underſtanding it, there is both Coherence and 
conſiſtence in the Apoſtle's Account of 
chuifs s Dignity ang I Pre-eminence, 


IN Chrift, he had faid, e have Redemp- 
tion through his Blood. He then goes on ta 
peak of his Dignity after Death, and in cone 
ſequence of his Suffering for our Sakes; and 
he repreſents him as crowned for this with 


great Glory and Power, ſtiling him the Inage 


of 
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of the Inviſihle God, at the Head of the waorx 
CREATION. For fo racy; Ali ſhould be 
rendered, and not every Creature. And 
What further ſhews that he ſpeaks here of 
his Exaltation after Death, and not of his 
_ Glory in a pre-exiſtent State, the Apoſtle 
expreſſeth himſelf by the Word g«):J«zo, Firſt 
torn ; alluding evidently enough to his Re- 
ſurrection from the Dead. S0 that it was 
the Man Chriſt Jeſus, even he whom Gol 
raiſed from the Dead, and not an Angel, er 
the fir/z of created Beings, that was placed 
at the Head of this new Syſtem of Things 
which was all framed by him and for him; 
that is, ſo that it ſhould be hie, under hi: 
Direction and Government, by whom all was 
done. Accordingly it is added, 


1 3; And by him all things consIsT. 


Now 
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Now, it muſt be allowed, that 2, (all 
things) ſhould be underſtood in as compre- 
henſive a Senſe here, as in the Verſe above. But 
tere it cannot with any Propriety be extend- 
ed to the firſt Formation of all things, having 
a manifeſt Connection with the Verſe follow- 
ing, and comprehending Zhoſe things only 
over which Chriſt is ſaid to be placed, viz. 
the Church. For the Word, CUyEnE, (con- 
ſiſts) implies that all things were compacted. 
and put together by him, ſo as to make one 
Body or Building, By all things, therefore, 
muſt be meant all the Parts or Members of 
the Church, which, being compacted and fit- 
ly framed one to another by Jeſus Chriſt, are 


called by the Apoſtle a Bedy; and of this 
Body, even the Church, Chrift -is the Head, 
IV bo is the Beginning, the Firſt-bor? (74oolance : 


the ſame Word that was uſed at the 16th 
Verſe) from the Dead, that in all things le 


might. 
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might have the Pre-eminente: Fur it pleaſel 
the Father that in him ſhould all Fulneſs dwell 
And (having made Peace through the Blood of 
his Croſs) to reconcile all things unto himſelf, by 
bim (1 ſay) whether they be things in Earth or 
- things in Heaven. Here again, you ſee, al 
things rails cannot relate to the outward 
Frame of things, although it be ſaid, Whether 
they be Things in Earth or 7. bings in Heaven 
becauſe they are repreſented as effected and 
formed by the Mediation of Chriſt, and through 
the Blood of his Croſs ; whereas the firſt For- 
mation of all things, as of the Sun, Moon 
and Stars, in the natural Heavens, or, of Ani- 
mals, Vegitables and Foſſils, in the Earth, is 
never tepreſented as coming to paſs by the 
Efficacy of the Croſs of Chriſt. JeſusChriſt, 


therefore, is, in this Paſſage, ſpoken of in 


Reference to his human Nature, even as that 


Man who ſhed his Blood * the Croſs, and 
by 
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by whom, raiſed from the Dead, God is now 


rm f the Church Univerſal thus pur- 
chaſed. 


Turzr is but one Text mote, which, 1 
think, can be urged, with any Plauſibility, in 
Favour of the Doctrine, « That Jeſus Chriſt is 
te the firſt of all created Beings, who created 


itis circumſtanced, however, much like the 
laſt Paſſage we have been conſidering, there 
is no Occaſion to enter into an Examination 
of it. What has been ſaid of that, will ſerve 
to iltuſtrate the- Senſe of tbis, and to refute 


it OO — -—- 
- - 
* — 
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: 1s SHALL x, conclude with two Obſervations 


Apoſtle, viz. That there is but One Mediator 
between God and Men, the Man Chrift Teſus. 


« all others.” This is in Heb. i, 1, 2, 3. As 


the above-mentioned Doetrine inferred from ; 


reſpeQng the Doctrine laid down by the 
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1. OUR Faith reſts upon the fitmeſt Foun- 
dation, and what will ſupport it to the lateſt 
Ages, viz, on the Word of God and the 
Power of the me/? High, manifeſting himſelf 
in the Fleſb, that is, by the Man Chriſt Jeſus 
The World could not be impoſed upon by 
this Method of Revelation. It carries not the 
Air of a Viſionary Deluſion. We are preſented 
with an Object of Senſe and not A Creature of 
the Imagination. n A Man arbror os, One whoſe 
Birth, daily Suſtenance, Sufferings and Death, 
witneſſed the common Condition of Huma- 
nity, himſelf teſtifying the ſame, with an in- 
genious Acknowledgment of an utter Inabi- 
lity to do any Thing of himſelf ; This Perſon, 
I ay, calls upon the World to believe in the 
One true God, as manifeſted i in him. There 
could be no Unrighteouſneſs i in him, that i is, 


no Deceit or Delign to impoſe on the Credu- 


O the Human Nature of Chriſt. 203 
kty. of Mankind, who . ſought not his own 
Glory but the Glory of bim that ſent bim. He 
did not, in ſpeaking. of himſelf, pretend to 
greater Abilities or more enlarged Faculties, 
than other Men. He did not call upon the 
World to believe him to be an Angel, or ſome 
fuperior 7 finite Spirit incarnate only for a 
While. When accuſed. of this by the Jews, 
through a Miſunderſtanding or Perverſion of 
his Expreſſions, he immediately exculpated 
himſelf, diſclaiming any ſuch Pretenſions . | 

Luer us then put ourſelves in the Situation 
of his Hearers, and the Spectators of his 
Works, and conſider, What Effect the Sight 
of Miracles, and yet, our hearing him, that 
wrought them, acknowledge the ſame Na- 
ture with us, muſt have had upon us. No 
doubt, the very fame Effect which it had on 


Nicodenti, o who thüs expreſſed his Convie- 
n eee D&S: tion 


N Vid. 1 concerning the Logos; what has 
hoon there ſaid on Chap. vi. 32. & leq, 
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tion of the Divinity which manifeſted itſelf | 
in the Fleſs, No Man can db theſe Miracle 
that thou doſt, except God be with bim. The 
Viſien of an heavenly Hoſt dividing the Ele- 
ments aſunder, and preſenting itſelf in full 
| Splendour to mortal View, proclaiming with 
a Voice of Thunder the Beheſts of the Al. 
mighty, might more affect the Imagination, 
but could not ſo effectually convince the 
Judgment, nor reach ſo intimately the Under. 
ſtanding and Reaſon of Men, as the Divinity 
veiling itſelf in our Humanity, and accom- 
modated (if I may be allowed the Expreſſion) 
to the Nature of Man. In ſhort; Set the 
J magination to Work ; frame every poſſible 
Method of revealing the Will of God to 
Mankind, and you will find yourſelves un- 
able to fix upon any that would be ſo well 
adapted, either, to convince Men of the 


: Truth of Religion, or, to endear it to their 
Minds, 
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Minds, and enforce the Practice of it, as that 
which hath taken Place, Nay rather, Chriſ- 
tians, inſtead of fo fruitleſs a Search, ſuffer 
me to exhort you to employ that Time in con- 
templating the Wiſdom and Goodneſs of 
God, in thus condeſcending to our imperfect 
Natures, and revealing himſelf unto us, not, 
as of old, in Fire and Blackneſs and Tem- 
peſt, but in the milder Diſplay of that Grace 
and Mercy which came by Yeſus Chrift. 

2 1 BEG leave to obſerve, that the Doc- 
trine concerning the Manhood of Chriſt Jeſus, 


in his Mediatorial Office, is of great Impor- 
tance towards the Maintenance of the true 


F aith and Worſhip reſpecting the Divinity 
which wrought i in Him. For, if we can ſup- 
poſe that this was not perfet? God, but a 
Creature of an angelic Nature, even the firſt bl 
of the Creation, we ſhall be in Danger of — ll 

con- 1 
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.conforming our religious Adorations to ſuch a 


Sentiment. I mean not to accuſe, or throw W 0 
out an unfavourable; Reflection upon, any Wl o 


Denomination of Chriſtians. Nor do I take Wn 
upon me to aflert, that they, who hold and 
contend for Chriſt's Inferiority to the Father 
in a pre- exiſtent State, entertain that Notion 
any otherwiſe than as a Matter of Speculation. 
This, however, it but becomes me to do, viz. 
to warn you of any Danger which J appre- 

hend to lie in this Tenet, apparently Incon- 
ſiſtent with the general Tenour of Scripture; 
and, under this Apprehenfion, the more 
ſtrongly to recommend to your Eſteem the 

| great Care, which the Compilers of our Li- 
turgy have taken, that this Danger may be 

avoided. For, whatever d. Htindtion we are 
taught to make of the Perſons of the Father, 

the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, we are moſt care- 
fully warned hs ans the Diviſon of the God- 
head 
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head and all our Devotions are addreſſed to 
One and the ſame God, through the Mediation 


nour of Scripture, and, particularly, to the 
Doctrine laid down in the plaineſt Terms in 
my Text, That there is but One God and 
One Mediator between God and Men, the 
Man Chriſt Je ſns. 


| Now, to the only wiſe God, our Creator, 
Redeemer and Sanctifier, be aſcribed all Praiſe 
and Glory, World: without End. Amen. 


of Chriſt Jeſus, agreeably to the whole Te- 
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Jos. XI. 7. 
Canſi thou by ſearching find out God? Canſt 
thou find out the Almighty unto Perfection? 


D O not ſee why the Queſtion, as it is put 

in the former Clauſe of the Text, may not 
be anſwered, even by the moſt modeſt En- 
quirer after Truth in the Affirmative. But 
Ee 2: : then 
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then by, finding out God, muſt be underſtood 
the Diſcovery of a firſt Cauſe i in general, or, 
in other Words, that there is ſome ſuperior 
Intelligence to that of Man, which made and 
ſuperintends all Things. Indeed, the Proofs 
hereof are ſo numerous, and they lie ſo ob- 
vious to the Senſe and Reaſon of Mankind, 
that, without the groſſeſt Neglect or Abuſe of 
both, no Man can well overlook them. Should 
any One, therefore, profeſs a doubt, concern- 
ing the Exiſtence of a God, it would be but a 
reaſonable Reproach upon his extreme Inat- 
tention, or Perverſion of his Underſtanding, to 
refer him to the Brute Creation in the Lan- 
guage of Holy 7; Aſt now the Beaſts, and 
they ſhall teach thee; and the Fowls of the Air, 
and they ſhall tell thee: Or, ſpeak to the 
Earth, and it ſhall J. each thee ; and the Fiſhes | 
of the Sea, ſhall declare unto thee. Who knoweth | 
not, in all theſe, that tbe Hand of the Lord bath 
weronght | 
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ara this? In whoſe Hand is the Soul of 
every living Thing, and the Breath of all Man. 
kind, Job. xii. 7. | 


Tux Being of a God, then, is diſcoverable 


by the Light of Nature, or, the Exerciſe of 
our rational Powers. We may go ſomething 
farther ; and, without offending againſt Mo- 
deſty, ſo far aſſert the Dignity of our Nature, 


as to expect, upon a diligent and ſerious Ap- 


plication of the Faculties of the Mind, to form 
ſome juſt Concluſions and worthy Apprehen- 
ſions concernin g the Divine Nature, Perfec- 
tions and Providence. What the wiſeſt and 
moſt knowing among Men, however, can by 
their deepeſt Reſearches collect of the infinite 


Mind, is too Inconfiderable to allow to hu- 
man Nature, a Claim to the Ability of finding 


out the Almighty to Perfection. 
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Bor what then >—Shall we be diſcouraged 
from purſuing our Enquiries into a Subject 
the moſt worthy of them ?—Shall we be con- 
tent to remain in a total Ignorance of our 
Maker, or, what is ſtill worſe, under falſe 
and unworthy Notions of Him, becauſe we 
cannot know All? If what has been ſaid by 
ſome timid, ſervile Thinkers, but bold and 
free Declaimers againſt human Knowledge 
were juſt, this, without doubt, would be our 
Duty. We ſhould have nothing to do but to 
believe on; and reſt ſatisfied with our preſent 1 
Opinions, whatever they are, and however 
we have come by them, But can we think 
this the Duty of a reaſonable Being? Or, ſhall 
we not indignantly reject ſuch unjuſt Reflec- 
tions upon thoſe Powers which God has given 
_ us?--Every wiſe Man muſt needs reject them, 
in that * are not wy falſe and ſcanda- 
„ ous 
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lus, but cannot be admitted without Danger 


of Impoſition in Matters of the greateſt Con- 
cernment to us, reſpecting both our Comfort 
here, and our Salvation hereafter. 


Is there no Danger then, it may be aſked, 
n the other Hand ? Are we quite ſafe, under 
the Conduct of our limited Reaſon, on a Sub- 
et that knows no Bounds May we truſt 
qurſelves on this vaſt Ocean, in the ſmall 
Bark of human Underſtanding, with perfect 
&curity from Danger ?---Is there no fear-of 
making Shipwrack of our Faith? Of being 
driven by the rough Storms of Paſſion, on the 
oals and Quickſands of Error, or, caſt away 
under the Steerage of vain Conceit, on the 
waſte and comfortleſs Coaſt of Scepticiſm and 
Infidelity ves truly It muſt be owned, 
there is great Danger. But this is no god 
Reaſon for dropping our Enguiries, thoug 
it 
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it certainly ought to check our Preſumptin 


but only make us cautious in the Purſuit of | it. 
| ſhould encourage and promote Its Influence, 
ſeſſions, which obſtruct its Progreſs, darke 


che Mind on the Side of Vice, pervert its Fa- 


Tt ſhould not damp our Zeal for the Truth, 
Far from ſuppreflirig the Voice of Reaſon; we 
by clearing away thoſe Paſſions and Prepoſ. 
the Underſtanding, and ſo often, by engaging 


culties to the Purpoſe of Error. 


Tur Danger ariſes not from the Uſe of 
our reaſonable Faculties, but from'the Diſuſe 
of them, or, from exerciſing them under the 
allowed Predominancy of Paſſion and Preju 
dice. And let me add; that they may be at 
freely and ſecurely exerciſed on the Subjec 
before us, as they may on the plaineſt Doc 
' trines of Chriſtianity. Nay, the more in 


tricate and myſterious the Bene of the" fa 
Cłec 


— . ¼ͤ 
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ered Tamior is ſuppoſed to be, the greater 
Care ſhould be taken to ſecure the Mind from 
Impodition. And che Way to do this is, not 
ſurely to take every thing for granted, that is 
told us about it, and to believe it in any Senſe 
that any One may pleaſe to put upon it, ( 
indeed we muſt believe Contradiction itſelf;) 
but, to uſe our own beſt Judgment, and abide 

by that which appears moſt reaſonable. N 


Nox will it matter to ſay, * Thit the 
e Doctrine. itſelf is abſolutely Incompr eben⸗ 
4 ble, and, therefore, that Reaſon has nothing 
*'ta do with it.” For; let us ſee whither ſuch 
an Argument would carry us?--If we are not 
to uſe our beſt Judgment, or, in other Words, 
(for the Thing is the ſame) to exerciſe the 
Faculty of "Reaſon in Doctrines which are 
eſteemed myſterious, but muſt embrace them 
with a moſt cordial and implicit F aith, it fol- 

R lows, 
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lows, that the Doctrine of TranſubRantiation 
has good Right to our Faith. And thus we 
land on Popery, truſting to thoſe very Ar- 
guments forour Guides, which are ſent us by 


the Church of Rome to pilot us, left with- 
out our true Compaſs, through the dark Roads 


of Superſtition, into the Haven of all — 


of * and — 


9 „ {a . W 
4 ts = A 


| Tam well aware; that there may be Doc- 


trines which we are bound to believe on the 
Foot of Revelation, and which unaſſifted Rea- 


ſon could never have diſcovered. And ſuch 


is the Doctrine of the 7. rinity. I am far from 
pleading the Cauſe of thoſe raſh and preſump- 
tuous Speculatiſts, who reject every Thing 


which Reaſon without Revelation would not 


have ſuggeſted, or, i not able to account for, 


100 hy it ſhould be, or, bow it can be, This is 


* , and not Reaſon. Andi it is the over. 


weening 
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weening Waun of theſe Magnifiers of 
their own Abilities, with the ſad Effect of it, 
(Infidelity and the Contempt of every thing 
eſteemed ſacred) which has brought the Uſe 
of our Reaſon in Matters of Religion ſo much 
into Diſcredit. Men of ſound Senſe and Judg-: 
ment can deſpiſc ſuch a Conduct, and pity 
them for the dangerous Conſequences of their 
Vanity. But no wonder, really, that weaker 
Minds, taking Offence at their inſolent Man- 
ner of treating Revelation, ſhould become 
diſguſted with that Reaſon, which theſe vain 
Pretenders to it, make them ſuſpect to be 
at Enmity with all Religion. They may 
not eaſily diſtinguiſh between. Reaſon and 
Reaſoning, The former always accords with 

Truth ; the latter may be employed for or 

againſt it. So chat ve can ſay of a Man's 
Reaſoning, that he reaſons right, or, that he 


rea- 
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reaſons wrong, and is miſtaken. But we can 
never fay of him, who has Reafon on his fide, 
that he is in the wrong.” This is conſtituted 
Judge as it were of the other. A Man, in 
reaſoning, may be miſled by going upon 
falſe Premiſes; or he may make a wrong In- 
ference from true Premiſes. In both Caſes, 
his Reaſoning win be erroneous ; And if he 
rely upon his Concluſions, as ſolid, merely, 
becauſe they have been made by his rea- 


ſening Jn, he acts * * to 
Reaſon. pak 


OFTENTIMES, therefore, they are miſta. 
ken for extolling Reaſon, who mean only to 
extol their own Talent at Reaſoning. And 
we may be aſſured of it, that thoſe People 
always mean this, who reject a Doctrine, as 


falſe or abſurd, becaule they are not able to 
prove 


prove it by natural Arguffents without the 
Authority of ſacred Scripture. For, if a Re- 


velation be given to Men, it were abſurd: to 


ſuppoſe, that it contains nothing but what 


might caſily have been known by the Light 
of Nature. And, therefore, to reje& 4 Doc- 


trine as unworthy to be tecelved, merely, be- 


cauſe it reſts on ſapernatural Authority, is 
highly unreaſonable. And, whatever Enco- 


miums they may pleaſe th paſs on Reaſon, they 
follow not its Dictate in this Inſtance, but 


the Vanity of their © own Minds; and the 
Compliment muſt only be meant for their 


ſuperior . 


Tux gum of what "Tr" 3 ſaid den is 


this, That it is our Duty to inform ourſelves 
of the Nature and Evidence of the Doctrines 
which we profeſs to believe: But, at the 

1 ſame 
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ſame time, that our Abilities in reaſoning of 
them ſhould, not be made the Teſt of their 
Truth or F alſhood, excluſive of 8 
Authority. . 


"= apply this to that grea at t Doctrine of o our 
Church, which we have endeavoured to e- 
vince in the foregoing Lectures; ; Let us ſee, 
how far | it may be the subject of our Conſi- 
deration, and may demand the Exertion of 
our reaſonable Faculties. And alſo on what 
Principles the Objections to it are generally 
grounded. 


1. FixzsT then, it can never be deemed un- 
reaſonable to conſider, on what Authori ty.our 
Faith in the Doctrine of the Trinity ſhould 
reſt, Now, as it is confeſſed on all hands 
to be of ſach a Nature, that Reaſon unaſſiſted 
by Revelation could not have diſcovered it, 


we 
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ve muſt have Recourſe to the ſacielf Serip- ; 
tures for the Proof of it. In them” we muſt 
ſearch, if we now doubt, whether there 
be any, and what Foundation there is for it. 
We are not to reſt ſatisfied with what any, one 
Man, any Body of Men, „ nay, any one Church 
aſſerts, but what the Scripture, the Dictate 
of the Holy Spirit, and the Foundation of all 
the Churches, which name the Name of Chrif, 
has aſſerted, | 


2. Bor fince, in ſearching even the Scrip- 
ture, we may be drawn aſide from the Truth 
by Prejudice, or unable, thro' want of Learn- 
ing and a Critical Knowledge of the Original, 
to ſee i it clearly, and as it may hereafter be 
more fully known, it becomes us to diveſt 
ourſelves of the firſt, and to ſuffer the Conſi- 
deration of the latter to keep 1 us modeſt, and N 


make us content to receive peaceably and 
thank- 
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thankfully ſo much Light, as it bath pleaſed 
Providence to give us, without arrogantly 
N againſt the Faith of others. And, 


3. BrcAu the Terms wſed* by the 
Church in expreſſing" this Doctrine have 
been underſtood differently, by very emi- 
nent Defenders of it themſelves, it be | 
comes us, inſtead of haftily tejecting it as un- 
ſeriptural, to examine carefully into the true 
Senſe and Meaning of the Church, and be 
very ſure, before we find fault with, that we 
underſiand her Aſſertions concerning it. This 
is not vainly to pry into a Myſtery, and to try 
our Strength of Underſtanding in ſomething 
that doth not belong to us to know. For, 
however deep and unfathomable the Subject 
| itſelf of the Doctrine is, vis, the Divine Be- 
ing, yet ſo much, as is propoſed to our Belief, 
may be underſtood, or, we believe, we know 


-not 


| Y "ny" 5 
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not what.” We cannot know, hotties it be 
agrecable, either, to Reaſon or Scripture, if 
we have no Meaning, nor affix any determi- 
nate Ideas to what we profeſs to believe. This 
therefore is our Duty, to enquire into the 
Senſe of the Church, when She calls upon us 
to hold the Catholick F aith of a Trinity in 
Unity, and Unity i in Trinity.” And, indeed; to 
make this Enquiry, and to do it with great 
Care, i is but doing Juſtice to the Church. Be- 
cauſe we may repreſent Her as maintaining, 
and requiring to be believed, a Doctrine dif- 
ferent from, perhaps, the Reverſe of what 
She requires us to believe, by publiſhing and 
proclaiming abroad only our own crude and 
miles Netibes of this Doctrine. | 


, . 1 
LR A. , 


2, «By, what Rule, then, it may be ſaid, 
ſhall we come at the true Senſe of our 


G g ” Church 
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Church on this Head, if her Expreſſions be 
| liable to be miſunderſtood?--I:anſwer ; By 
the ſame Rule that we ſhould came at the 
Meaning of any diſputed Paſſage of Scrip- 
ture; that is, by interpreting her Words in 


confiſtence with the general Tenor and uni- 
verſal Strain of her Liturgy as well as Ar. 
ticles. For, whatever Acceptation of her 
Expreſſions makes Her inconſiſtent with, and 
contradictory to Herſelf, that muſt be wrong 
and will imply what She means not to 
affirm. 


Ax p, here, I cannot proceed without 
expteſſing the Regret I feel on reviewing 
the ſeveral Defences of the TRINI Tr, 
even by the moſt eminent Divines of our 
Church. They appear to me to have ex- 

pended their ingenious Labours on the De- 
fence 


"0k * > 
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fetice of the Terms and * Expreſhons iff which 
this — has been eloathed by the Com- 

| "OY 2 * 


. OP I way add, that moſt of them, in attempting 
to defend the Expreſſions of that Creed, have expreſſed 
themſelves much more obſcurely than the Compiler of it 
himſelf. The following. Paſſage from Dr. Sherlick's 
Vindication, &c. is not the moſt exceptionable of any 


that might be PO” from this Writer and his De- 
fenders. 


_ This FOO alſo, how theſe Three diſtinct Perſons 
« are each of them God, and yet are all but One God. 
« Each Perſon is God, for each Perſon has the whole 
„and entire Perſg&tions of the Godhead, having by this 
T mutual Conſciouſneſs, the other Perſons in himſelf, 
4 that each Perſon is in ſome Senſe the whole Trinity: 
« The Son is in the Father, and the Father in the Son, 
« and the Holy Spirit in Father and Son, and Father 
0 and on in the Holy Spirit; and therefore if the whole 
« Trinity be God, the F ather is God, the Son is God, 
« and the Holy Ghoſt God, they being all mutually in 
« each other; and yet this is a plain Demonſtration, 
05 that they are not Three Gods, but One God; be- 
« cauſe neither of them are the One Supreme God, but 
„ as thus intimately united to all th: Reſt; and. then 
6 they 
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| piler of the Creed, commonly called the 
Creed of St. Athanaſius, too much to the 
Ne eglect of defending the De@rine ſelf on 
the plain and undoubted Principles of the 
Liturgy in general. Hence has ariſen! that 
mutual Contradiction and Diſputation among 
. ſo e to the W 1 will 


10. Wey er can be al Three, b but One Supreme © God: Thi 
« gives an intelligible Account of one of the moſt diffi- 
«© cult Problems in all School-Divinity, which the Ma- 
< fter of the Sentences borrowed from St. Auſtin as he 
« has done moſt of his other Diſtinctions; That the 
«© whole Trinity is not greater, than any One Perſon in 
the Trinity. This ſounds very harſhly at firſt hearing, 

and yet if we conſider, it, we muſt confeſs it to be 

s true, unleſs we will ſay, that there is a greater and 
„ leſs in God, or that the Three Perſons in the Trinity 
& make One God, as Three Parts make a Whole, each 
« of which Parts muſt be leſs than the Whole; and yet 
I cannot ſee any poſſible way to underſtand this 
« Matter, but only this: That the whole Trinity by a 
c mutual Conſciouſneſs is in each Perſon, and therefore 


c no Perſon is leſs than the whole Trinity.“ Sherlack's 
F indicet: en, Page 82. 


not 
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not * of the Doctrine of the Trinity; ; but, 
howeyer, to the Advantage of their common 
Opponents, who are not only ready to take 
the Advantage of them, but to uſe it alſo 
againſt the Doctrine itſelf and triumph in 
it, as if they. had gained : ſome over the 
Church. But they have gained none here. 
The Doctrine itſelf remains entire, and tho” 

the Fences raiſed about i it by weak and falli- 
ble Men, jealous of the leaſt Innovation, may. 
be broken through; it is for all that perfectly 
ſafe, bein g fenced about by the Stren 2th of 
the Almighty: in Profs of Holy Writ : For, 
defended on the general Principles of the 
Church of England, it will be found to be 
perfectly conſiſtent with Seripture Principles, 
HAviNG thus ſhewn how far it is our Duty 
to enquire, and in what Manner we ſhou! | 


conduct our Enquiry i into this great Dodtine, | 
I ſhall 
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on which the Objections to it are raiſed, 


by Revelation, then no revealed Doctrine 
| whatſoever is to be believed; and the Doc- 


the ſame Objection. If they mean that no 


and ſuch as right Reaſon will admit, I deny 
the Aſſertion, right Reaſon always according 


jecters to the Doctrine of the Sacred TzxiniTY 
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I ſhall conclude with a View of the Ground 
giving a brief Anſwer to ** 
blen chen bund their Wann on this 
Principle That whatever is not an Object of 
Reaſon, and cannot be proved thereby, is not 
to be admitted for Truth. To. which I an- 


{wer ; That, if they mean by Reaſon, the na- 
tural Faculties of the human Mind, unafliſted 


trine of a Reſurrection to Life ſtands liable to 


revealed Doctrine reſts on ſufficient Evidence, 


vita the Dictates of Revelation. 
AxoruRR Principle on which the Ob- 


pro- 
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proceed i is, That a Myſtery can be no Object 
of Faith. In anſwer to which it will be pro- 
per to repeat an Obſervation before made, 
*© That, however deep and unfathomable the 
** Sugjett itſelf of the Doctrine is, viz. The 
* Divine Nature and Eſſence (for who can 
by ſearching find out God?) Jer ſo much 
ti as is propoſed to our Belief may be under- 
«* ſtood.” | Properly ſpeaking, therefore, the 
Doctrine is not myſterious, nor does the 
Church conſider it as ſuch, afficming that it 
may be proved by Scripture ; which could 
not be done, if no determinate Idea could be 
affixed to the Doctrine to be proved. The 
Myſtery of the Tamrrv conſiſts not in the 
Nature of the Thing aſſerted, but in the 
Incomprehenbility of the Divinity concern- 
ing whom the Aſſertion i is made. So that 
this Objection founded on the TRMITY being 


a n is of ne Weight againſt the 5 ruth 
of 


8 againſt this Doctrine i is, That it aſſerts more 


verſion of the Church's Meaning, is not 
eaſy to determine. On One 1 am ſure it 
muſt proceed; and as Nothing I ſhould tay, 
however juſt, in' Refutation of the Charge 
can be expected to be well received by thoſe 


: hoped it will be ſufficient for their Convic- 
: tion to appeal to themſelves; Whether that 


Church holds a Plurality of Gods, whoſe 
Devotions are throughout the Liturgy ad- 


dreſſed to One and the ſame Almighty Being, 
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er the Doctrine, or Propoſition afſerted, re: 
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Bur the laſt and AY _ brought 


Gods than One ; a Charge, which: whether 
it proceed upon a Miſtake, or a wilful, Per- 


that ground! it on the latter; ſo, with ſuch Ob- 
jecters as are under a Miſtake, it may be 


in the Name and through the Mediation of 
Jeſus 


- ©.» Concerning. the Divinity. 23? 
jeſus Chriſt ; Which maketh Profeſſion in 
One of: her- Creeds of believing in Gd 

« the Father Almighty, Maker of Heaven 
ec and Earth And in Jeſus: Chriſt his only 
« Son our Lord; who was conceived; \ 8&c.” 
In another, of ** believing in One God, the 
ec. Father Almigi:ty; Maker of Heaven and 
« Earth, and of all Things viſible and. invi- 
« fible; And in One Lord Jeſus Chriſt the 
* only begotten Son of God, &c.“ Which, { 
after invoking ſeverally the ſacred Perſons in 
the TRINIT V (as if foreſeeing the Offence that 
might elſe be taken, and willing to cut off 
all Occaſion of, Offence). addreſſeth the holy, 
bleſſed and: glorious Trinity; as Three 
10 Perſons, and One God; Which, in the 
very Creed generally eſteemed. to. be more ex-' 
ceptionably worded than the others, maketli 
Comment, as it were, of her Expreſfions con- 
cee the Three Sacred' Perſons, declaripg 
1 bh „ Flainly, 
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plainly, „That there are not Three Incom- 
« prehenfibles, nor Three Uncreated, but 
One; That they are not Three Almightics, 
te but One; In ſhort, That they are nt 
« Three Gods, but One God.” Whatever In- 
tricacy, therefore, there may be in the Terms 
of this Doctrine expreſſed by TRINITY in 
Unity, and Unity i in Trinity ; Nay, ſuppoſing 


ſomething of an Impropriety in the Uſe of 
them, yet we cannot be at a Loſs to know 
this, that it is not the Intention of the Church 
that we ſhould hold any ſuch Doctrine as the 
Objecters repreſent it, or any other Doctrine 
concerning the Divinity, than what is laid 
down in Terms plain enough in the firſt Ar- 
ticle, viz. There is but One living and 
« true God, everlaſting, without Body, 
« Parts, or Paſſions; of infinite Power, 
e Wiſdom and Goodneſs ; The Maker and 
60 Preſerver of all nt. both viſible and 


80 inviſible; j 


Concerning the Divinity. ol 35 
« inviſible; And in Unity of this Godhead 
« there be Three Perſons of One Subſtance, 
« Power and Eternity ; the Father, the Son, 
% and the Holy Ghoſt.” 


To which One God, our Creator, Re- 
deemer, and Sanctiñer, be aſcribed everlaſing 
Praiſe. Amen. 
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S the Queſtion, concerning the State 
of the Soul after Death, the Repub- 


lication of the following Tracts, with the Ad- 


dition of an Anſwer to ſome Brief Notes made 
on the firſt of them, will not be thought unſea- 
ſonable. The Objecter ſhould have received an 


Anſwer ſooner, if it had not been extremely in- 


convenient for the Author to have given one 


in a ſeparate Publication. 
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Ma. STEFFEs LETTER* 
7 ' CONCERNING THE 

Srarz of the SOUL after DR Ar R. 


2 


Death the Soul exiſts ſeparately from the Body. 
Two of theſe are quoted from Ecclefaftes, 
the Aer two from St. Paul's Epiſtles, 


4 THINK with the Author, that the ſacred 
| Writings can alone decide the Point i in Queſ- 


tion, it being 6. 2 Doctrine not ſo much of 


e | „„ Reaſon 


' * Originally Publiſhed in the form of ade Ge 


Monthly Reviewers, for May 17 = 


MN AN R. Steffe mentions four Texts in ſup- 
port of his Opinion, that after 


* 
| — — — c 
— a * 
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wh Reaſon as Revelation.” ' Notwithſtanding, 

whitever i 1s quoted from the Scriptures of the 
Old Teſtament can, I think, prove nothing in 
relation to this Queſtion; as there is not the 
| leaſt Reaſon to believe, from the whole Te- 
nour of them, that they contain any Revela- 
tion * at all concerning a State of Exiſtence 
e after 


| It hath been obſerved upon this Aſſertion, that, „As 

cc the Jes are expreſsly charged in Lepiticus with con- 
cc ſulting, a{ing of, or enquiring of, or from the Dead 
120 it is apparent, they did, in the Days of M ſes, believe 


« the Spirit of Man exiſted aſter its n * * 
cc Body.“ „ 5 


The Annotator t ** have miſunderſtoof my 
Meaning, and ſuppoſed that I denied the Jews believed, or 
had any Notion of a State of Exiſtence after the preſent. 
But this I denied not, nor was it at all to my Purpo* to 
do it. What the Jews might believe, in the Time of 
Ale es, concerning a future State of Exiſtence, or what 
| Rooks they mivht entertain about the Circumſtances of 
f..ch 2 State, as whether the Soul will exift embodied or 
u41:m51die7, was nothing to the Queſtion; but whether they 
had Auth-rity from their own Scriptures, to warrant their 
Bel ief ef a State of Exiſtence of all after Neath; and if 

4 they 


* 


1 — 
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after the preſent. | This was not the Inten- 
tion of them. All the Revelations contained 


14 nn 


„ therein 


Gey bed, chen, Whether it was ther revealed to them, 
that this future Life ſhould commence immediately on the 
Diſſolution of the Body, the Soul exiſting ſeparately till a 
general Reſurrection, wen only it is ſuppoſed it will be 
re embodied. If they had no Authority to believe. the firſt; 


9 4 


1 mean, if their Scriptures contained no expreſs Revelation 


of a ſuture State, in general, much leſs had they Authority 


for bejieymg; the Spirit of Man exiſted: after its Departure 
from the Body in an Intermediate State between Death 
and the ſuppoled general Reſufretion. I denicd even the 
firſt, viz. That they had a future State of Exiſtence, ut al), 

revealed to them. I think ſo ſtill, and that for this Doc- 
trine we are indebted to the Goſpel. of Chriſt alone. I 
may be miſtaken after all; but what the Annotator hath 
produced to the contrary, doth not convince me of an 
Error. The Jus, he obſerves, ** did, in the Days of 
hp. Moſes, believe; the Spirit of Man exiſted after its De- 


4 parture from the Body.“ And what then?--Does this 
prove that they had this Notion from Revelation ?--If 2 
it would follow, that the ſame was revealed alſo to the An- 
tient Greets and Trojans. For it is apparent that they 


did, in the Days of Priam and Agamomnony believe the 


| fone. And as for“ The Fews being expreſoly charged, 


in Leviticus, with conſulting, aſking of, or enquiring 
* SN N | 84 of, 


* 
— — — — 4 — — 
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therein, relatetothe State of Men here, to the 
Diſpenſations of God towards Men in ti; 
World; the moſt diſtant of which was the 
Kingdom of the. Meſſiah, This was the future 
State to which the Jeus looked, viz: That un- 
der the Meſſiah their Kingdom ſhould become 
an univerſal and glorious Kingdom. But 
there i is no Promiſe made to them of a Life 
after the preſent. This was to be revealed 
by Cbri ft, who brought Life and more 
to. Light. iE 24 rt 


So that allowing the Author: 8. Sense and 
Conſtruction of the Texts he produces from 
the Old T eſtament to. be juſt, yet they do not 

appear to contain a revealed. Doctrine; but 

to be exprofieye only of the Preacher 's private 


Opinion, 


c of, or from the Dead; Whatever Notions it may 
prove they had of the Dead, doth not the very Charge 


imply that a/l they Lelieved.concerning them was far from 
being ſolidly grounded ? 


- Cmcerning an Intermediate State. 249 


Opinion, of what appeared to him reaſonable 
to ſuppoſe, or what was the Reſult of his own 
Thoughts and deep Penetration into the 
Nature of the human Soul. And, therefore, 
to reſt the Queſtion upon ſuch Texts, is to 

reſt it ſtill upon Reaſon; which he grants to | 
be inſufficient here: or rather, indeed, to reſt 

it upon the bare Authority of a Philoſopher. 


Bur if the Author ſhould inſiſt upon 5 
that the Preacher was an inſ pired Writer, whoſe 
Sentiments are to be looked upon as divine, 
and every Thing he delivers as the infallible 
Dictate of the Spirit of God, let us examine 
the Conſtruction he puts upon the Texts, the 
firſt of which is, Eccl. iii. 2 1. V bo hnoweth 
the Spirit of a Man that goeth upwards, and 

the Spirit of a Beaſt that goeth dovenward to 
che Earth? N 
IxsT EAD of chis Tranſlation, he offers ano- 
ther, as both more exact, and more literal, 


T4: 11. 
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l Who knoweth the Spirit of the Children 
* of Men aſcending upward, and the Spirit 
of a Beaſt deſcending under the Earth? 
This Tranflation (if we could admit it) would 
juſt ſuit the Author's Opinion. But it is evi- 
dently leſs exact, as well as leſs literal, 
than the other. He tranſlates, indeed, the 
Word 123 ( Children ) which is wholly omit- 
ed by our Tranſlators. As this, however, 
affects not the Senſe of the Place, it is no 
way material, But he renders - Men) 
which literally is Man *. Aſcending upwards 


18 

# «DIRT 032 ( fays the Annetator)j is rightly rendered, 
& the Sons or Children of Men.“ But might it not be as 
rightly, at leaft, rendered, the Sons or Children of 
Man2—If it may, (and I think the Annotator him- 
ſelf will not deny it) then to what purpoſe was 
the Obſervation made? — The point was not, whether 
Mr. Steffe, was right in rendering it Sens of Men, which, 
in meaning, is much the ſame with, Sons of Man; but 
whether DN was, in point of Conſtruction, more /ite- 
rally rendered, of Men, than of Man. The Spirit of 
a Man, the Spirit of the Sons of Men, or the Spirit of the 
cons of Man, are all equally well rendered, as to the Senſe; 
SELL bu: 


1s FR more literal, or more exact, than that 
goeth upward. - Deſcending under the Earth is 


moſt of all unexa& and illiteral. For Hon 


comes from the Verb dyn which ſignifies 


wards any thing ; ſo that, the proper render- 
ing ofits Derivative ν is downwards ; be- 
ſides, — prefixed tO the Word & determines 
the Senſe to be ſo. For what Nonſenſe | 


would i it make to render os, under, while 


IT ſignifies, to the Earth, i, R deſcendeth 
under to the Earth! 


1 | Bur 


but Mr. Steffe had propoſed the fecond of theſe as more 
literal than the firſt, which is the Tranſlation in the Bible. 
Now it was in regard to the Word TNT ozly that I 
remarked he had not given a more exact and /teral Ver- 
fions And how much depends upon the rendering this 


Word in the ſingular or plural Number muſt be obvious 


to every one that underſtands the State of the Queſtion, and, 
conſequently, how material it, was I ſhould remark upon 


his rendering it in the plural Number. 
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Bur, if this be the proper Conſtruction of 
the original Words, it may be aſked, Where 
is the Senſe * of the Aſſertion, That a Man's 
Spirit goeth upwards, and that of a Beaſt 
downward towards the Earth ?—The Truth 


is, there is no Senſe in ſuch an Aſſertion; 


and our Author therefore ſtretches the Words 


to a quite different one; namely, that the 


Spirit of a Beaſt deſcends not towardi, but 


into, or under the Earth, i.e. with the Body 
which moulders into Duſt.” Againſt which 


. Senſe 


# cc The Senſe is, (according to the Annotator) that 


tc the Spirit of Man aſcendeth to God who gave it, but 
£ the Spirit of the Brute, deſcendeth to the Earth with 
<« his Body, and they periſh together.“ But, if this be 


meant, by the Spirit of a Beaſt going downward towards 
the Earth, viz. That it deſcendeth to the Earth with his 
Body, and they periſh together, What occaſion was there 


for Mr. Steſße to g'ter the Tranſlation in our Bibles and to 
render 37 neo? not, downwards, towards or to, but, 


under the Earth? It is plain that he thought the former 
could hardly expreſs ſuch a Senſe as he and the Annetater 


would put upon this Peſſage. 


* 
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Senſe of the Words 1 ſhall but offer one Thing 
more in regard to the Signification of the 


Original, before I lay down what I conceive 


to be the true Meaning of the Text. And this 


is, that if it was the Intention of the Preacher 


to repreſent the Spirit of a Beaſt deſcending a- 
long with the Body into the Earth, he would 
not have uſed the Word u, | but -&, 
whichis more ſynonymous with y than x, 


ſignifying primarily Earth, in Oppoſition to 


other Subſtances; whereas v properly ſig- 


nifies either the whole Earth, as diſtinguiſh- 


ed from the Heavens and the Sea, or a a Tract 
of Land. 


1 WOULD Alber this, thas. as the molt lite- 
ral Conſtruction of the Text, viz. Who know- 


eth the Spirit of the Sons of Man, who goeth 


upwards (walketh upright, or who is of an 
erect OO and the Spirit of a Beaſt that 


goetb 


* 
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goeth downward towards the Earth? (moy- 
eth or inclineth towards the Earth)*. The 


only 
TRE Annotator has obſerved upon this Conſtruction, 
id that © I cannot produce a ſingle Paſſage where N is 


cc put in Conſtruction with the Sons of Man ;” And adds 
very bluntly, < There can be no doubt of its belonging 
« to the Word Spirit,” Now, for the firſt, What can 
the Annotator mean by ſaying, that 1 cannot produce 
<< a ſingle Paſſage where d is put in Conſtruction with 
1 c the Sons of Man? Have I put it in Conſtruction with 
| the Sons of Man If J have not, what need to challenge 
me to juſtify a Conſtruction which was never made ?==lItis 
very obvious that I put N in Conſtruction with the 
Word Man, and not with the Words, the Sons of Man. 
Nay, I mention in the very next Sentence the Qbjec- 
| tion that might be made to conſtructing it with, Man, and 
EO endeavour to obviate it; and yet the Annotator ſeems 
| IE to underſtand me as putting it in Conſcruction with, the 
| Sons of Man. Or, if he mean, that * I cannot praduce 
1 a « a ſingle Paſſage where N' is put in Conſtruction 
4) With, Man, it 1 nothing to the Purpoſe, ſo long as many 
| Inſtances may be produced of its being put in Conſtruc- 
| tion with a Word of the maſculine Gender, As the 
[i | Grammarians themſelves allow that & and xx are uſed 
| promiſcuouſly: one for another, or ſince (the Difference 


| Ave | "we 
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only Objection to this Conſtruction is, that 
I make the Word goeth refer to Man, whereas 
the Pronoun wt ſeems to determine it to relate 
torn (Spirit) ſince this Pronoun is reckoned by 
the Grammarians to be of the feminine Gen- 
der, But this, which hath led our Author 
to underſtand the Text, as he does, appears 
to be an Objection of little or no Moment, 
when we conſider the Grammarians them- 
ſelves, though they call x of the Maſculine, 
and d of the feminine Gender, yet own, 


that they are uſed promiſcuouſſy one for the 
other; many Inſtances of which might be 
produced. This I take to be the literal Con- 
ſtruction of the Words, 

i, Bur 


between \ and being ſo ſmall) they may have been by 
Accident eaſily changed one ſor the other, the Annotater 
was ſomething too poſitive in ſaying, -< There can be 

8 no Doubt of its belonging to the Word, Spirit.” 
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Bur, with regard to their Meaning as they 
ſtand in Connection with what precedes and 


follows them, I apprehend they ſhould be 


rendered thus: Ibo Fnoweth the Spirit of a 
Man FROM the Spirit of a Beaff ? 


Ar the 18th Verſe it is ſaid, concerning 


| the Eſtate of the Sons of Men, that they 


themſelves are Beaſts, or as the Beaſts. At 
the 19th Verſe the Reaſon is given, For that 


which befalleth the Sons of Man befalleth Beaſi, 


even one thing befalleth them ; what is that ?— 
Why, that they die alike, and are no more, 
having all one and the ſame Spirit; at ibe 
one dieth, ſo dieth the other; yea, they have all 


one Breath, (or rather Spirit, the ſame Word 
- which occurs in our Text, and 1 is tranſlated 


Spirit) þ that a Man bath 70 Pre. eminence 
above a Beaſt; for all is Vanity. The Preacher 


| continues, in the 2oth Veer” All go unto one 


Place 
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Place, all are of the Duſt, and all turn to Duſt 
again. Then follows the Text we are con- 
ſidering, as a Conclufion from the above Re- 


flections: Who knoweth (who can diſtinguiſh, 
or what is the Difference, then, betwixt) 2be 
Spirit of Man, who is formed upright, and the 
Spirit of a Beaſt, «hich inclineth its Body to 
the Earth? Wherefore 1 perceive, that there 
is nothing better than that a Man ſhould re- 


joice in his own Works, for that is his Portion; 
an odd Kind of an Inference * for the 
Preacher to draw from fo grave a Doctrine, 


as our Author luppoſcs the preceding Verſe 


to contain, 
1 Bur 
* True, (ſays the Annotator) if this were the Senſe 
« of the Original; Which may be thus trauſlated, 


« viz. 1 ſaw 1 2 That there was nothing goc. d 


from which a Man may rejoice in his own Works; be- 


« cauſe ſuch is his Part or Condition; for who ſhall bring 


him that he may ſee that which ſhall be after him.“ 
Which of theſe Tranſlations is to be preferred, or how 
much the Annotator has mended the Preacher's Inference 
from Mr. Stefft 5 Doctrine, let th. e and learned 
| Reader decide, 


% 
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Bur, as I am not fo ſolicitous to fix the 
preciſe Meaning of the Preacher, as to ſhew 
how little this Text is to be depended upon, 
in ſu pport of the Doctrine of a ſeparate State 
of Exiſtence of the Soul after Death, I ſhall 
not ſtay to vindicate the Paraphraſe I have 
given, and ſhew its Conſiſtency with the ge- 
neral Tenour of this Book of Ecclefaſtes, but 
proceed to demonſtrate by a yet different 
View of the Matter, the great Uncertainty, 
at leaſt, our Author goes upon in vindicating 
his Doctrine from this Text. For this Pur. 
poſe let us even ſuppoſe, that the Author's 
| Tranſlation is according to the literal Senſe 
of the Text, that dy relates to , that 
nua? ſignifies under, and that 1 ſignifies 
into the Earth, and is as properly uſed as 
Non; in ſhort, that his Tranſlation may be 
admitted according to all the Rules of Gram- 


mar 2 and Syntax, yet, it is ſtill dubious whe- 
+ 5 
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ther he has hit upon the Senſe of the Words. 
For they are capable of being interpreted in 
a quite different Senſe, viz, Ibo knoweth-that 
the Spirit of Man aſcendeth upwards, and that 
the Spirit of a Beaſt deſcendeth under the Earth? 
This Tranſlation is no leſs conſiſtent with 


Grammar and Syntax than the Author's ; ſo 


that, ſuppoſing the Senſe he puts upon the 
Words may be the true Senſe, yet their be- 


ing equally capable of another and quite 
| contrary Senſe, deſtroys the Validity of the 


Argument he has founded upon them. 


LET us now ſee how the Author ſupports 


his Doctrine from the other Text, Eccl. Xil. 
7. Then ſhall the Duft return to the Earth, as 
it was; and the Spirit faul return to God who 


gave it, 


* 


— —_— 8 — — 
— —— — _ 
— — — — 


= 


1 
no 


ä — — —— 
— 


ll. tm... Sth. as. . ˙ꝛ-m m ES 


260 Remarks on Mr. STerex's Letter 

Ovk Author very juſtly maintains, that 
the Preacher can never intend here two dif- 
ferent Times, the one when the Body turns 
to Duſt, and the other when the Reſurrection 
of the Dead ſhall be. The Time for the 
Return of the Body to the Duſt, and the 
Spirit to God who gave it, is the ſame; and 
any Objections to the Soul's ſeparate Exiſtence 
from the Body, founded only upon interpret- 
ing this Text, as referring to the Time of 
the ReſurreQion, as well as to the Diffolu- 
tion of the Body, are altogether weak and 
frivolous. Ts | 


Bur the Refutation of ſuch like Objec- 
tions is not ſufficient to eſtabliſh the Truth 
of his Doctrine. Notwithſtanding his ob- 
viating that Difficulty, which ſeems to be the 
only one with him, the Text appears ſtill 


_ wholly againſt him. 


Ir - 


1 
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IF we conſider what is alluded to in the 
Expreflion the Preacher makes uſe of, we 
ſhall be led to conſtrue the Words in a very 
different Senſe from that of the Author; 
who ſuppoſeth, that the Return of the Spirit 
to God means, that it .ſhall exiſt a ſeparate 
conſcious Being, in the Preſence of God. 
Now when it is ſaid, the Duft ſhall return to 
the Earth as it was, this plainly alludes to 
the Formation of the Body; and when it is 
faid, And the Spirit ſhall return to God that 
gave it, the Preacher as plainly alludes to 
God's forming Man a living Soul, by breath- 
ing into him the Breath of Life. What is it 
then that God gave Man ?--Why, this Breath, 
my the fame Word which is tranſlated in 
our Text, Spirit. As at Death the Earth 
receives her Duſt again, ſo is God repre- 
ſented as taking again that Breath of Life 
m— ___-, "which 
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which he breathed into Man. This is the 
obvious Senſe of the Words, and it is forced 
and unnatural to ſuppoſe the other; not to 
inſiſt upon another Conſideration, which 
oppoſes the Author's Senſe of the Words, 
vi The Preacher is ſpeaking here of Man- 
kind in general, of the wicked as well as the 
righteous; and can we imagine, that he 
would aſſert this of the former, that their 
Spirits return after Death to God? 


ISnALIL cloſe this Remark with obſerving, 
That the Author ſeems to be led into the 
Senſe he gives of this Text by a greater At- 
tention to the Tranſlation of it in the Bible, 
than to the Original itſelf. Thus he inſiſts 
much upon the Word ther, in order to get 
clear of the above-mentioned Objection, con- 
cerning the Time referred to; which Objec- 


tion is, indeed, frivolous in itſelf, and 


ealily 
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eaſily obviated; but not merely, if at all, by 
the Conſideration of the Word then, which 
is only one among many others that would 
have been, at leaſt, 9 agreeable to the 
original Word . 


Ac Alx, we have tranſlated the Word 


Wy, then SHALL return; as if the Preacher 


intended to inform us of ſome important 


Truth, or Event; it looks like a poſitive and 
peremptory Declaration, that the Soul ſhall 


certainly, after the Diſſolution of the Body, 


return to God; which manner of Speaking 
has occaſioned the Author to lay more Streſs 


upon this Text in Confirmation of his Doc- 
trine, than he would have done, had he 
attended more to the Original. For 1 does 
not neceſſarily ſignify then, no more than 
does, tall return. The moſt natural 


rend et ing | 
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rendering of theſe Words, and which beſt 
Suits the Context, is, o, the Duſt return, &c. 


Tus have we conſidered what the Au- 
thor has produced from the Old Teſtament 
in favour of his Opinion, and upon the 
moſt candid Review of his Arguments, I 
cannot but judge them very inſufficient ; the 
Texts themſelves which he inſiſts upon 
having no relation to a State of Exiſtence 
after Death, whether ſeparate from the 
Body, or otherwiſe. 


Tux Texts he produces from the New 
Teſtament are much more to the Purpoſe, 
as we can have no Doubt of their referring 
to a future Exiſtence. The Author, how- 
ever, ſeems not to lay greater Streſs upon 
them, nor does he conſider them more par- 
ticularly than the others. 


Wirn 
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Wr regard to the firſt of theſe (Phil, 1, 
23-) he does but juſt argue from the literal 


rendering of the Word arzavoz;, which we 
have tranſlated, 70 depart, He obſerves it 
_ ſignifies, to be unlooſed from the Body, dif- 
joined, diſconnected, which is an improper 
way of ſpeaking, upon the Suppoſition that 
the Soul ſleeps with the Body in the Grave, 


It is ſufficient to object to this (what the 
Author conjectures would be objected) that 


the Word is too general to determine the 
Matter. He therefore waves any farther 


Confideration of this Text, and produces 


another, viz. 2 Cor. v. 8. the Language of 


which he thinks is more expreſs and deter- 
minate; We are confident, 1 ſay, willing 


rather to be abſent from the Body, alu es 


Tx Cwpd]os, and to be preſent with the Lord. 
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Ax p bere 1 will freely own, that the 
Expreſſion (conſidered apart, and © inde- 
pendent of the Context and general Doctrine 
of the Apoſtle elſewhere) is very much in 
favour of the Author's Opinion. | Ex/nunca: en 
Ts g Can ſignify nothing elſe, without 
forcing the Conſtruction, than to be abſent 
from, or to quit the Body, and not merely 
to quit the troubles of Life; And, to be preſent 
with the Lord, immediately following ſuch 
an Expreſſion, would lead one (without at- 
| tending to any thing farther than the Text 
itſelf) to imagine, that the Apoſtle deſired | 
his Soul might quit his Body, and remove 
immediately to Chriſt, and be with him, 

while his Body remained in the Duſt. 


Fol 


2” OT 
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Bor let us conſider the Context, and we 
ſhall find a very different Senſe reſult from 
the whole. 
Ar the firſt Verſe of this Chapter the 
Apoſtle ſays, That if our earthly Houſe of 
this Tabernacle were diſſolved, we have @ 
Building of God, an Houſe not made with 
Hands, eternal in the Heavens. And, at the 
ſecond Verſe, For in this we groan earneſtly, 
defiring to, be cloathed upon with our Houſe 


which 1s from Heaven. Now this is un- 


doubtedly that heavenly Body for which we 
are to exchange this earthly; the ſame glori- 


fied, incorruptible Body which he ſpeaks of | 


in another Place, relating to the Reſurrec- 
tion of the Dead. And, that this Is the 
Houſe into which the Apoſtle deſires to re- 


move, or the glorified Body which, after 
NM. mm 2 Death, 
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Death, he deſires to be cloathed with, 
and not to exiſt- a mere ſeparate Spirit, is 
plain from the fourth Verſe, For we that are 
in this Tabernacle do groan, being burdened, 
not, ſays he, for that we would be uncloathed, 
but cloathed upon, &c. He goes on, 9 


Vr zsr 5. Now be that bas wrought us for 
the ſelf-ſame thing, is God, who alſo bath 
given unto us the Earneſt of the Spirit. What 
was this the Earneſt of Why, that as God 
had raiſed Chriſt from the Dead, he would 
alſo raiſe them (the Apoſtles) from the Dead. 
And now obſerve the Reaſon he gives 
for his being bold, undaunted, or con- 
fident, viz. 


VEeRsE 6. Therefore we (the Apoſtles) 
are always confident ; namely, through Hope 
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of the Building of God, the glorified Body 
he mentioned above. 


VrRSsE 8: We are confident, 1 ſay, and 
willing rather to be abſent from the Body, 
(from this groſs and burthenſome Body) and 
to be preſent with the Lord (in our glorified 
Body at his Appearance) : That he refers to 
his being preſent with Chriſt, not before, 
but after the Reſurrection, the two follow- 

ing Verſes, as well as the preceding ones 
already mentioned, evidently ſhew. 


Vxxsx 9. Wherefore we labour, that whether 
preſent or abſent, we may be accepted of him. 


VERSE 10. For we muſt all appear before 
tbe Judgment Seat of Chrift, that every one may 
receive the J hings done in the Body, &c. For 
this it is he labours, viz. That he may be ac- 


cepted 


270 Remarks on Mr, STEFFE's Letter, &c. 
cepted of Chriſt at the laſt Day; And for 
this it is he had rather be abſent from the 
Body, viz. That he may receive the Things 
he has done in the Body, and be for ever 
with the Lord. 


5 Tuxsx Texts then are far from proving 
our Author's Doctrine, how ſtrong ſoever 
they may appear to the firſt Sight, and 
conſidered without reference to the Context. 


| Is fine, the Author conſiders his Subject 
ſomewhat too ſuperficially, and concludes 
too haſtily from the Texts he produces. 
However, he deſerves the Attention of the 
Public, on account of his Method and 
Perſpicuity. If he is not every where de- 
monſtrative, he is, at leaſt, always intelli- 
gible; and appears to be a ſincere En- 
quirer aſter Truth. 
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ſ\NE great Cauſe of the flow Progreſs 
olf religious Truth, next to the Want 


1 „ | . 
of a ſincere Love for it, ſeems to be a certain 


Inpatience in conducting our Enquiries cun— 
cerning it. The Deſenders of Chriſtianity 
in the firſt Centuries are remarkably deficient 


Nnz2 in 


5 Originally publiſhed in the Grand Mzgnzine for 
April 1750- | 
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in this reſpect; and though our modern 
Divines are not equally blameable, they are 
nevertheleſs greatly ſo. Tis this which has 
led them to frame many uncertain Hypo- 
theſes, and indulge many wild Conjectures 
of Things which are diſcoverabic by Reve- 
lation alone, and not to be well underſtood 
without a diligent and cloſe Attention to the 


Scriptures. 


THE ſame Impatience, as it impedes their 
own Knowledge, ſo it frequently renders 
them leſs accurate and leſs perſpicuous in 
communicating Knowledge to others. They 
are apt to crowd. in their Arguments too 
thick, and produce Paſſages of Scripture in 
ſuch Profuſion as tends rather to confuſe 
than convince the Reader. Thoſe Enquiries 
which proceed upon the ſimpleſt Plan are 


likely to be moſt effectual for the Advance- 


ment 
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ment of Truth; ſince, though Error may 
happen to be the Reſult, yet the Error being 
by this means conſpicuous, becomes itſelf a 
Guide to Truth, 


Tarrz was this Simplicity of Deſign, 1 
muſt own, in the firſt of Mr. Steffe's Five 
Letters; which to me was no imail Recom- 
mendation of it, and an Inducement to 
make thoſe Remarks, which I ſhould have 
been diſcouraged: from attempting, had his 
Performance been more extenſive in its Plan, 


or more wanting in Perſpicuity. 


He there propoſed to prove the Doctrine 
of the Soul's ſeparate State of Exiſtence after 
Death, from four Texts of Scripture, In 
the Monthly Review for May 1757, I un- 
dertook to ſhew the Inſufficiency of the 
Texts themſelves, and of what was advanced 


from 
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from them to prove fuch a Doctrine. I 
now propoſe to confider what he has lately 
advanced in a Letter to Ducilius, entitled, 


A Brief Defence of the Firfl of the Five 


Letters on the Intermediate State, &c. that 


is, ſo far as it reſpects my Remarks. One 
only of the four Texts will come under our 
Conſideration ; fince, notwithſtanding Mr. 
Steffe's Acknowledgment of my © Remarks 


* deſerving Notice, being, for the moſt Part, 
written with Fairneſs and Candour, as well 


© as with the Appearance of Learning and 


Argument,“ he has hardly made a Reply 


to, ſo far from attempting to refute, what 


has been faid upon the other Three. 


TE Paſſage in Diſpute is, Feed. iii. 21. 


Who knoweth the Spirit of Man that goeth 


upward, and the Spirit of a Beaſt that 
goeth downward to the Earth? Mr. Steſfe 
: 55 5 had 
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had propoſed another Tranſlation, both as 
more exact, and more literal, viz. © Who | 
© knoweth the Spirit of the Children of Men 
| aſcending upward, and the Spirit of a 
© Beaſt deſcending under the Earth ?” Which, 
it was aſſerted, is leſs exact, and leſs literal 
than the other; , which he renders, 
Men, | being literally, Man; and, aſcending. 
upward, not more exact, or more literal 
than, that goeth upward. He no w, how- 
ever, chuſes thus to wave any Defence of 
theſe two Alterations, * Whether N N 
© ſhould be rendered Children of Men, or 
« of Man; and rd noyn going upwards, 
or aſcending upwards, as it is a Matter of 
* no Conſequence, I ſhall not trouble my- 


* 


ſelf to * 


UroN which I ſhall only obſerve, that 
Mr. Steffe ſhould not have dropt this, as a 
Matter 5 


n 


. 


1 S 


— —_—_— 7 
l V 7 


8 a 4 2 


* —— * 
” — APY ot 
— 


— , — 82 L211 2% * Fl N 
n . ˙ EIS <7 
\,. . - a 


=. 
we. 0 
* 


— % 
1 


280 Remarks on Mr. STEFFE's Brief Defence. 


Matter of 10 Conſequence, becauſe he himſelf 
propoſed theſe Alterations, as ſuch; and, 


indeed, could he have ſhewn that his ren- 


dering the Word d of Men, was more 
exact and literal than rendering it, of Man, 


in the fingular Number, he. had effectually 


removed this main Objection to his Senſe of 
the Text; vig. That the ere& Poſture of the 
Body might only be fignified by the Expreſ- 
fion, that goeth upwards. But to come to 
thoſe Alterations which Mr. Szeffe under- 
takes to defend. 


we? men? under the Earth: This, 
aſſerted, was moſt of all unexa& and un- 


literal, and the Reaſon I gave, was the pri- 
mary Signification of u 10 incline towards, 


and the Prepoſition 7's being prefixed to 30 
the literal Conſtruction of which is to the 
Earth. To this Mr. Stzfe anſwers, That 

o the 
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- the firſt of theſe Words can be rendered by 
nothing elſe than beneath, or under, in the fol- 
« lowing Paſſage, Deut. xxviii. 13. And the 
Lord thy God ſhall make thee the Head, and 


not the Tail, and thou Malt not be beneath, 
| nub? vTord)o, hx. 


pr now, n the Inſtance good, 
and that ray does in 2his Paſſage ſignify 
under, does it follow that it is more literally, 


or more properly rendered ſo, than by its 
primary Meaning in every Paſſage of Scripture? 
| -=Becauſe in Deut. xxviii. 13. it may be ren- 
dered under, which is not its primary Senſe, 


muſt it therefore in Eccl. iii. 21. be rendered 
io, and not towards, which is its primary 
Senſe ?--Mr. Steffe had propoſed bis Tranſla- 
tion of it, as more literal and more exact 
than that i in the Bible. It was denied to be 
. To have made, therefore, a valid De- 


Oo : IM fence. 


A — 
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fence of his Tranſlation, he ſhould have 


ſhewn, that it was more literal and more 
exach; inſtead of which his whoſe Defence 
is, that nub"; ſometimes, viz, in Deut. ſi igni- 
fies, under. | | 


Bur Mr. Stelſe has been Semih un- 
happy in his Inſtance; Mun? in this Paſſage no 
more ſignifying under, than in that of Ecck- 
Fates. Dowwards | is its. proper FN. 3 
There is no neceſſity of varying from its 
primary Acceptation. And the Lord ſhall 
make thee the Head, and not the Tail; and 
Thou ſhalt - be, yd. above or upwards, 
las the Head is ) and thou ſralt not be 
Two, How is that Why. beloto or 
| drunwards, (as the Tail is). I know not 
of another Inſtance in all the Bible, which 
is leſs to his Purpoſe than this; ; at the ſame 
5 time that the quoting fuch a Text plainly 


ſhews, : 


ON 


* Hu 
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ſhews, that he was guided entirely by the 
Engliſh | and not. the Original, the Word 


beneath, founding fo ſynonimous with his, 
under. 


AND now let us examine Mr, Steffe's De- 


fence, in relation to db. Here 9 is pre- 


fixed to the Word 2 W. Its literal Conſtruc- 


tion therefore, it was ſaid, is, to the Barth, 


. Which connects properly enough-with mco7, 


| . downwards, | but very improperly, or rather, 


not at all with it rendered, gnder . under 10 


5 _the Earth, angking e 08 


N 
wA » 


N this Mr. Sehe en much in the 


fame Manner as above, VIZ. That 7 15 ſome- 


times uſed for the Emplatic i or as a mere 
| Bepletive, and produceth a Text to ſhew ,it, 
Ex. xx. 6. Here, therefore, let it be. ob- 


oy £39 


Kerbel as | ahoye, that ſuppoſing his Inſtance 
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good, yet it would not be ſufficient to make 
his Defence good. But to try the In ſtance 
Itſelf, ' © Thou ſhalt not make to thee any 
Likeneſs of any T bing—that is in the Water 
under the Earth, z N - I confeſs 
I know not how theſe two laſt Words can 
be rendered properly, without confidering 
the 7 as a mere Expletive or r Emphatic.”” 


6 Q 


* 


Now, 1 confeſs, there appears to me not 


the leaſt Neceſſity for conſidering ꝰ as a mere 


Expletive or Empbatic, thou gh there may be 
no occaſion to render it, to. For by the 
Expreſſion 2987 nnMNa DLR2 is not meant 
thoſe Waters which are "fabtcirancous or 
under Ground, but the Waters which are 
upon the Earth; And, whereas they are ſaid 
to be Db. this does not 'fignify, that they 
are actually under this Earth, (which would 
be Nonſenſe) but only that they are below, 


or 


To rm ny my, 


| 
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or towards the Parts below; in Oppoſition to 
the Heavens which are ſaid to be above, or 
towards the Parts above; In'the ſame Man- 
ner the Earth is ſaid. to be below, in Oppoſi- 
tion to the Heavens above; the very ſame 
Word is made Uſe of to expreſs this its Situ- 
ation, and occurs in this ſame Verſe, one 
View of which will render any further II- 
luſtration of this Point unneceſſary. Thou 


ſhalt not. make unto thee any graven Image, or 


any: Likeneſs of any Thing that is in Heaven 
above 2yDD; (literally, from above, or from 
the Parts above) or that 1s in the Earth be- 
neath m, (literally, from beneath, from 
the Parts below) or that is in the Waters 
rw beneath, ( that is, which Waters are 
beneath or below the VE LR? * | 
the Earth, ad | 
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Tuts is the literal an of 9, and 
| be makes the beſt Senſe. For is it not 
more proper and more intelligible to {| peak of 
the Waters as being upon the Earth than 
under it Do we ſay, that the Ocean, and the 
Rivers, and the Pools are under the Earth?-- 
We always ſpeak of them as being (which 
they really are) vx? on the Pace of the Earth, 
So that there i is no need to conſider & as an 
: Expletive,'or any other than a Prepofition. Here 
again how obvious is it, that Mr. Steffe has 
been Fuided by the Authority of our Engliſ 
Tranſlators, inſtead of dN to the Origi- 


«nal! For had they expreſſed themſelves thus, 
ve. That is in the Waters Selb, on the 
Earth, he would not. have * of 
quoting this Text in his Defence. 


1 OBSERVED 
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1 OBSERVED farther, that, F it was ite 
Intention of the Preacher, in this Place, to 


repreſent the Spirit of a Beaſt deſcending = 
along with the Body 1 into the Earth, d 1 
would have been more exprefſive of his il | 
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Meaning than W, as this latter i is not ſo Pro- 
perly uſed to ſignify. Barth or Mould, 0 that 
is, the Principle into which the Body is fe- 
ſolved after Death) as the Earth itſelf, that i is, 
the whole Globe, or a Traci of Land. 
E | tr Sp er{t 95 *r 734 ' "ig 
1 anfwer to this, Mr. Sf would ſhow. 
from one Paſſage of Scripture, that zo does 
ſometimes fignify the Soi! or Monld of the 
Earth; a Defence of the ſame kind with the 
two abovementioned. For admitting” that it 
may be uſed } in this'Senſe, and that the Text 


he quotes, is a ſufficient Inſtance, yet what 


"doth it prove Not, chat r is n 


\ | | 5 0 ith 


288 Remarks on Mr. Srrrrx'r Brief Defence. 
with "py or Ade, or that it ſo properly fig- 
nifies the Principle into which the Body i is 
reſolved after Death, ( which he ſhould have 
| ſhewn, to make his Defence good) but only, 
that it is Sometimes | uſed in a Senſe that i is 


E > 


| not its 2 and proper One, 


Bur here too, "his Inſtance lr falls 
2 Kings ll. 19 —the Situation of this q is 
Pleaſant, but the 44 ater 15 naught and the 
Ground y811 barren, XR in this Paltag 
plainly ſignifies, the whole Trae of Land 
near the City, the Country itſelf, and. not 
| merely, the Soi! or Mould. The Idea, chat would 
here be conveyed by the Men of the City to 
Eliſha, is, not ſo much the Nature or Quality of 
the Soil, as the barren Appearance of the 
Country 2. ound, in which Caſe LR is more 


properly uſed than d would have been; 
And the Men of the Gity ſald unto Elis, 
Sebold, 


 Rewarks e Mr. STerrn's Brigf Defence. 289 
' Babold, we pray tees, the Situation, of this 
tn is pladſant, an my. Lond. ſeeth a but an 
tbe Land, an the — — Co —_— 
* * 


Ox TJ more 3 1 mut remark, Get not 
Mr. Stef think .it Want of Candour) that he 
has becn guided here more by the Sound o of 
the Exel Trabſlation, than by that true 
© Taſte and Spirit © of Criticiſm,” with which he 
would be criticiſed upon. No doubt, the Ex- 
preſſion, the Ground is Barren, appears much ii in 
his favour, and as if it was the Intention of the 
| W riter to denote by it the Quality of the Soil, 
vg its Barrenneſs, i in which Caſe x would 
be uſed here for nam the Ground or Soil, But 


then, this is all that appears in his favours for 
the Ward tranſlated barren is n23we, whoſe 
root is bw, which does not prcperly ſignify, 
to be barren, bot, to be deprived of, Or Batus 
P P Tots 


290 Remarks on Mr. $TEbv#': s Brief Difents. 
fait; And, thetefore, its Derlvative yd is 
not ſo properly and literally rendered harren, 
or unfruitful,” as, bare or waſte. Which latter 
Epithets apply well to z taken in its primary 
| Senſe, for a whole Tract of Land, but not at 

all, if taken in in Mr. Steffe 8 ; Senſe, for the 'Koil 
or Mould of the Earth, de rer but ehe 


1 


and makes 1560 Senſe. The Gremd (orie 
the Soil or Mould) is waſte. Th his i is Unliteral, 
and makes N W ee ene 


Mr Steffe, therefore, were 1* W to en. 
that z 0 is ever taken in his Senſe; ſhould 
have produced a more plauſible Inſtance. And 
ſuch a one I will now point out to him. It is 
in Eccl. xli. 17. Then ſhall the Du return 
to the Eurth as it was; one of the Texts 
themſelves which he had produced in ſupport 
b bis pink, and che e, of which 


"USO 


has 2 — 1 n. -this Paſlge the 
; \Preacher is ſpeaking of the Return of 
the Body after Death to the Earth; and 
yet the Word * is. made uſe. of, and not 
a. I know not of another Text that 
weg. at firſt Sight, ſo much in favour of 
, . Steffe, and cannot but wonder at 
Overſight, or at his Judgment in chu- 
ſing to produce another. 80 ſtrong and, at 
the ſame time, ſo yery obvious an Objection 


to my Diſtinction. betwixt x N and nQ78 did 
this ſeem to a very acute Hebraiſt * and learned 
Divine in the Eſtabliſhment, (with whoſe 
_ Correſpondence on the Occaſion. 1 have been 


; honoured, and again beg Leave to expreſs. my 
Senſibility to the Favour and my Deſire of 
its Contin uance) that he thought it impoſſible 
. to be conſidered i in n other * than as an 
. I x P P * 2 nn 


5 ; . Who bas ately Ei 52 Public with a new nd 
We: elaborate . of the three firſt Chapters of _ > 


2 NeRN dh M- ST ETB, Ni Defomee> 
Excoptibn; I Hüft not Mete; however, f 
td 8bViate the Difficulty 4v it has het ech 


urged by tlie 'Petfon; Wich hom done 1 
Bae B * K r pen 8 N FH i 
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To 464 dien a0 e Ring Werd Sec 
to be cortfidettl, relative to Mr. Stehe s Brief 
Defence, I. dd. This Prohouh, In my 
Rertarks on his former Performance, I bad 
connected with rn; and becauſe it is ge- 
nerally 'rockdned by Grammarians to qe df 
the feminine Gender, and . conſequently his 
might be ojected to me, 1offeted ſomething 
to obviate any ſuch Objetion. | 7 his, how. 
ever, is not his Objection. What lie 5 
is, ſomething more ſmart and witty. 
might have favoured of Pedantry, to Ta 
5 attempted to confute a Perſon by gramma- 
2 tical Skill. Much genteeler, ſurely, this 


that: follows; * 4 Others, connect un with 
g 42 


IS. Siva Brief Defewe. agg 
< an n undd therefore ſeem to place Man's 
Pre- eminende, neither in his Life nor his 
Death, but wholly in the erect Poſture of 
his Body. II bo knoweth the Virit of Man, 
4 v bich Man goerb upward, i. e. upright, 

© while the Beaſtis prone to the Barth. But 
this, if it be really Solomon's Definition of 
Man, fees neither better nor Truce than 
© the implume bipes of Plato, which there- 
forte Drogenes would-equally have confuted 
© with his Dunghill Cock; who with 4 
a __ TI have ſaid, 


3 . with Pleaſure fre 
«6 „Man frutting on two Legs and apeing me.” + t 


VUron 


8 . 4 % $5 * . 


| 1 Mr. Steffe is extremely welcome to this Piece of Wit, 


becauſe it is perſectiy innocent, and may, ihough not very 


ſeaſonable on a Subject of this Nature, pleaſe ſome fort of 


Readers. But will the R. R. Author of the Divine Lega- 


Fon LA Moſes be thought have exerciſed this ſame Talene 


of 
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! 08. Remarks an Mr. STEFFE «Brief Defence: 
| -Uron which 1 ſhall only remark, that So- 
Jomon or any. Writer might mention the up- 


q 78 onto rs ns or Ree den 
$ a4 | rs 5 1 | : 
'Þ | of Wit, either, in a 5 Manger worthy of himſelf, or, in- 
nll . deed, with Inmtence? It can, ſurely, be deemed but a 
| | | . vulgar Pleaſure his Lordſhip ſeems to take, in calling the 
5 Controverters of the Doctrine of an intermediate State 
4 by the Name of Dreamers,” Slecpers, Middle- Men, Oe. 
Such Language is more worthy of that inferior and popu- 
lar Claſs of Writers, (to which indeed it has hitherto been 
cdiefly confined) than that Eminence, which the Biſh6p of 
[ Glouceſter holds in the learned World. Theſe Gentlemen 
too, with whom his Lordſhip makes ſo merry and ſo free 
| have been too long dinn'd with ſuch ſort of Names to have 
their Sleep broken by a Repetition of the rude Noiſe, Nor 
can the R. R. Author be thought to have acquitted himſelf 
with more Decency and Propriety of Charager, in making a 
very ſerious Expreſſion from a Sacred Writer ſerve the Pur- 
poſe of a witty Sarcaſm. © St. Jude filthy Dreamers only 
) ; C defiled the Fleſh. Theſe defile the Spirit.” But, though 
= we cannot ſuppoſe that St. Jude and the Biſhop are equally 
' == ſerious, yet it is not ſo clear, that his Lordſhip, in bringing 
| . this Charge of Spiritual Defilement againſt the Dreamers, 
is altogether in Feſt. Certain it is, that, however un- 
willing his LEY might be to Eons” ſo jocular a Sen- 
e | timent 


3 
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right Poſture of Man, without intending it 
either as 7 Definttionr of Man or a Mark of 


* 

* | 4 F , » : 4 7 

bis Pre- eminence. "ft 
* . : N 

3% ˙ d! OE IE. l ˖ li 

A i. 1 1 7 , 7 
7 nochn 99 0 . . _Havixe' 
V4.4 14 1 1 0 1 * 
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timent, he js willing we ſhould conſider the Dodtine it in a 
ferious Light, as of à dangerous and defling Nature. For 
the. Learned Author ;of; Corfideratiqns on the. Theory, of 
Falte en, is repreſented as a.Reviver of, the. Sadducean 
Opinion, of, the Extinlꝛion of the Seal on Death, his va 
dessen from Scripture ſcornfulhy termed, A 
<«« Numlcr of WoxpRBTUI Things.“ and this Scrap of 
84) thers be gods many, judged by the R. R. Author 
to be a ſtronger Text againſt the Unity of the Godhead, 
than any this learned Writer has produced for his Opinion, 
The late worthy Dr. Taylor of Norwich is called © Ano- 
ther of theſe Sleepers,” and a, very ſenſible Quotation 
from him has the following decent Reflection paſſed upan 
it. This is che old exploded T74h˙ of Coward, Toland 
or and Collins.“ And Vet, I dare ſay, bis Lordſhip Will 
think; this Writer 28 honourably claſs'd, in point of Au- 
thorſhip, with Coward, Tila ad and Collins, as the Biſhop 
of Glouceſter would be, ſhould ſome one, illnaturedly 
pleafant, and availing himſelf of his Lordſhip's decent 
Expreſſion, claſs his Performance on this Subject, with the 
Ad, popular—Tra/þ—of Goddard, Steffe and Flemirg, 
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E on confdered al that Mr. 80 e 
Has offered in Defence of the Senſe he bad 
put upon this Text 1 in Eccl. TIA 21. that 3 is, 
ſo far as concerned the Remarks made upon 
the Firſt of his Five Letters on the Interme- 


diate State; it will now be moſt proper to 
conclude the Whole, with: obſerving how 


very defective this Brief Defence i js, in the 
Plan itſelf, on which it proceeds, and com- 
paring i it with ſoch 4 one 28 ought ta havy 

been — 8 i eons 


Ti HIS ; Text, hea, was e to provothe 
| Dodrine of an Intermediate State. For this 
Purpoſe, the following was aſſertad to be the 
true Import of the Original, viz, Who know- 
erb the Spirit of the Children of Men, which 
(pic) aſcendeth 11 wards ? ond the "Spiel 


of 
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of the Beaft, which (Spirit) deſcendeth un- 


"Now, if this be the true Import of the 
Text in che Original, and 10 other Meaning 


can, conſiſtently with. any juſt Rules of In- 
terpretation, | be affixed to the Words, then 
it is ſufficient to prove the Doctrine con- 
tended for. But, if either this be not the 
true Import of the Words i in the Original, 
or another Meaning can, conſiſtentiy with 


& #% 


juſt Rules of Interpretation, be affixed ts 


them, then the Text is no certain Proof of 
the Doctrine. And that they are capable of 
h another and very different Meaning, and con- 


ſequently inſufficient to found ſuch a Doctrine 
upon, is what was urged i in Oppoſition to Mr. 
| Steffe 5 e in favour IF OF it. 
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age Renegeks on Murr, Brief Defence. 


Ix order therefore to make a goot and va- 
lid Defence it behoved him to ſhew; that the 
Text was not capable of a diſferent Senſe from 
that which he put upon it. Has this been 
done in the Brief Defence now conſidered ? 
No. Nay, it has not been fo much as attempt» 
ed. Mr. Szeffe has contented himfelf with 
endeavouring to ſhew (tho! he is far from 


having ſhewn even this) that his Senſe may 
be admitted; which was not the Point in 


queſtion. The Queſtion is, Whether his 
Senſe of the Words can be admitted as the 


moſt Iiteral and moſt exact Senſe, and whe- 


ther no other Meaning can be affixed to them, 
which doth not include 1 in it the Doctrine of 
an Intermediate $ tate. 


I Have thought it neceflary to preſent 


Mr. Stefe with this State of the Queſtion, 
that 
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that he may ſee with what Reaſon I may . 
omit taking Notice of any future Defence on 


this Subject, if it ſhould proceed upon the 


ſame Plan with this, which I have been con- 
Aderin g. 
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RIAN S, their Notion of Chil! 
ina pre- exiſtent State conſidered aud 
eonfated Page 4--9, 94, &c. 
— their Theology compared with, and 
in what Reſpects differing from the Hea- 
A 5 
Fee their Hypotheſis, on what grounded 
5 | 6 
1 their Objection to the Trinitarian 
Interpretation of the Three firſt Verſes of 


the firſt Chapter of St. FJobn's Goſpel, 
conſidered 1 
; Arians, 


EP. 

Aron, their Senſe of thy Ward or Logos, 
8055 vide Logos 

Athanafian (Creed), Unity of the Godhead 
aſſerted, ahd the Diviſion of it expreſly 


denied therein Page 232 
B. 

Begetten-Only Son, Meaning of that Ex- 
preſſion, applied to Chriſt 115 
Befom of the Father, the ** of that 
— . es. 75 
Chriſt pre-exiſted not a diſtin Being from 
and inferior to God 132, 59, ef ſeq. 
not an Angel or Demi. god united to 
Humanity 5 14 


— God and not any mender Being ſpake 
to the W orld by and dwelt in Him 
28, 33, et ſeq 

__ Chriſt, 


IN D E X. 
Chris. Human Nature of Page 167-207 
— had no middle Nature between the 


Divine and Human 84, 186 
— Creation of all Things by, how to be 
interpreted 187193 
— the Firſt- born of the new Creation 

192200 
— Texts relating to his Miſhon into the 
World 76.126 


Church, Afſertions of no one Church con- 
cerning the TzxmITY, a ſufficient Ground 
of Faith, excluſive of Scripture Authority 
223 
— of England, her Worſni p vindicated 
againſt the Objections of the Socinians 20 
— —— nn againſt the ObjeCtiqns of the 
Grin | 22 
——— the faireſt Way of interpreting. 


her Aſſertions concerning the TRINIT r 
| 220 


Church 


IN D E X. 


| Church of England, true Method of defend- 
ing her Doctrins | Page 49 


c enquire carefully into the 
Meaning of her * but Juſtice 
to Her = 

— yindicatcd from the Charge of 
Polytbelſſmm 133, 233--235 

Council of Nice I. rejected the Word. (God) 
in the 16th Verſe of the third Chapter of 
the firſt Epiſtle to Timothy 1 

Creation, of the natural World aſcribed to 


God alone = 871 89 
when aſcribed to Jeſus Cbriſt to be 
underſtood of the new, or ſpiritual 


190293 
— cura the Firſt-born of the new 
193-201 
| Creature, every, Tlaons K iges, what is meant 
by that Expreſſion, in the fifth Verſe of the 
firſt Chapter to the Coloffians _ 198 
Creeds, 


IN D E X. 
ne. Unity af the Deity aſſerted in all of 


them 81 Page 232, 235 
Curcellæus, his Tranſlation of Rom. ix. 5. 39 
F 


Dawſon Mr. his Senſe of the Logos, and 


' Tranſlation of the firſt Verſe of the firſt 
Chapter of St. John's Goſpel 68, 59 
Defence of the Church, ſhould be ſcriptural 
TE - Ws RR 
Devotions of our Church addreſſed to Orie 
God 207, 232 
Diflin&tim, made in | Scripture between the 


; Perſon of the Father, and that of the Son, 


marks not a Divifion of the Godhead 


28. 31 
Divines, generally miſtaken in their Senſe of 
* 7 7 eps . 46 18 


9 WO 23 


— many have more e exceptionably ex- 
| preſſe the Doctrine of the TRIxIx ry than 


Rr the 
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1 N D E x. 
the Compiler of the Athanafian Creed 
Page 81, 86, 118--121, 227 


Divinity true and perfect, wrought and was 


manifeſted in the Man Corife Jeſus, 


1128 

- ob from the Titles given to our 
Redermer . 1 2—9 
— from the Incarnation 9—12 


— from the Teſtimony of the Evange- 


liſts | 12.19 


——— from the Teſtimony NA the Apoſtles 


29--37 


——— from the ſignal Preſervation of the 


Church of Chriſt „ 4549 
„ Honour claimed by Cbriſt on 
that Account ö 8489 
— Miſtake of the Jeus concerning it, 
as alſo of Chriſt's own Diſciples and ſome 
later Chriſtians 89--100 


— . Miracles of Chrift, a Proof of it 102 


Divinity, 


1e 
Diuinity, one and the ſame wrought in 
Chriſt and was manifeſted by the Spirit 
. Page 122, 123. 157 
Doctrine of the Church of England, con- 
cerning the Godhead, not myſterious 231 
Docrrines revealed, Objeas of a rational 
* , 
of the Church of England, not to 
by tamed by thoſe that miſ-underſtand 
her Expreſſions 224. 
——— of the Church of England, general 
Tenor of the Liturgy and Articles the 


only Interpreters of them 226 
—— of the Church of England, how 
beſt defended . 41, 42 


Eraſmus, his Tranſlation of a Paſſage in 
| Romans relative to Chrit 39 


Rr 2 HT Enquiry 
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Enquiry rational into Religion, not dane» 


gerous 5: e 216 
Eternal Power 84 Godhead, aſcribed to our 
Saviour | * 0045 20 
Evangeliſts, their Account of the Incarnation 
| 8 9. 17S 

— - Proofs of the Divinity of our Re- 
deemer from them I2--19 

F. 

Faith in revealed Doctrines, Scripture the 
only juſt Ground of A432, 223 

4 implicit, Arguments for it lead to 
Poper y | ER. 


Father, Title of Saviour given in Scripture 
both to God the Father, and his Sen. 36 


— Power of working Miracles aſcribed. 


both to the Father and the Son, an Attri- ä 
bute oſ one and the ſame Being, or the 


perfectly Divine Nature 31 
| Firſt- 


IN D E KX. 
Virſt. born of every Creature, not applied to 
br. if with reſpect to his Pre-exiſtence 
Page 192--200 
Fleming, Aſſerter of an Intermediate State 


| r 295 
: on who . —_ in the 4, 12, 18. 
35, 99 

— rap {ynonimous with, arfpores a Man 
72 


« 
N — 
. 
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Glouceſter, Remark on the Biſhop of 293 
Glory which Chriſt had with the Father, how 


to be interpreted Wes » © 
God, our Saviour proved ; to be true and per- 
. 9-20, 35, 74126 


nen by St. Jobn, the Word 59 
- Our, a Title given in Scripture to none 
but the One Supreme Being - 1 : 


1 55 Goddard, 


I N D E X. 
Goddard, one of the Aſſerters of an Interme- 


_—_— .. .-. 295 
Gadbead, undivided 28, &c, vide Divinity 
ue Fulneſs of it manifeſted in the 
' Fleſh 33, videChrift 
Goſpel, in the Beginning with God the Father 
5864 
— afterwards with the Man Chrif Jeſus 

. 87 & fe. 
Grace and Truth, the Goſpel contraſted with 
the Law ſtiled 73 


I his Obſervation on Rom. ix. „ IS. - 


his Senſe of the Logos, and Perplexity 
| occaſioned thereby „ 


—— his Senſe of . bees, ve na- 
= 


Heaven from, the Meaning of that and ſuch 
like Expreſſions, applied to the coming of 
Chrift into the World Page 76 et ſeq. 

Holy Ghoſt, not a diſtinct Being from and 
inferior to God I 50 

= — The ſame in Subſtance with God a 57 
—— Blaſphemy againſt the Holy Ghoſt 


 Blaſphemy againſt God 150 
3 Divine Attributes aſeribed to the 
Holy Gbeſt 155, 156 


——Ground of an Error concerning the 
al 4 | x3 5 
A proper Diſtinction to be obſerved con- 


i) cerning the . 160 


— The fame Operations aſcribed to the 
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